* * 


93 BO aro — . 
— — ey. ee arr . - 
< e eee av arias as — — „ 
— — 0 — <0 EE xo * a — . g W 
2 * * Eee D U 1 — — 
Dr 2 
CHIN TI ry EI 
— FT. 2 3 Des e- — 
- — — —_— 


0 — 
. = — 


$4 - 
e . 0 — 2 . 
8 . 2 Re oe 


oy 


** . 


— VB 
e 


eee eee 


© oye 


2 8 * , 5 1 0 
e eee 


—Bͤ ꝛ mD S 


_ TILE OW EOS rem aa ans ang ES N 


. 


© i Vee M3516 : 
— n. 

* neee 1 
= Kel * - = 


oe. C 
5 — — 8 

_ * 8 14 2 po 
C doh, 8 n 
97 * R ; : b. 7 Feet N 
5 # n 1 8 | | | 

| 2 : by — Es ere —————— be. ws, 4 
x f — — p 
SY g , 8 — — — 
„ 


#; 8 
1 7 
A 


- 


wt * = 
- 


6b 


V 
8 
J 
DW 5 
Q = — 
3 3 | 3 - 
. | © * 
ä — dy 
— 7 7 @ 
1 2 
S 5 7 
; a Eo” 
2 D | S 
S £ : 
8 = E — Fe 
| — by O 
"7 | O 
; S | 
— 
— 0 


7 


i 
rinted 


1 ” COS ct Fig” KERN TRY 
: $7 FS! R . 


n 77 5 


7 5 
e * TIRE» 
4 5 N be: * 7 - wh Ns - bas * 
4 ng, rg 


T HE 


plain ACC OUNT/ 7 I 


— cs * 


OF THE 2 


NATURE and E N D * 


ACRAMENT 


LORD SUPPER, fs 


MF drawn from or founded on 
SCRIF IT UNE | 


—— — — 
. P 3 
7 UE -_ 


HT — © l 5 
OE r eee 
2 — 2 — 2 agen © IT 


* 


— 
. 


3 ro noe anne — — 
— 2 . 
2 — 


na LETTER to the AUTHOR. 


N E 


appy 15 he who condemneth not himſelf in that 
thing which be alloweth, Rom. xiv. 22. 
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25 1 ; by forces me to do it; and that 
— z, a Deſire after the Happineſs 
of Mankind. You have in your late Piece, 
© entitled A Plain Account of the Nature and 
End of the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, 


endeavoured to remove a few troubleſome . 


dcruples from the Conſciences of ſome of the 
beſt and moſt fincere Chriſtians, occafion'd by 
their not duly underſtanding the Nature and 
nd of this Inſtitution; but it ſeems to me that 
in attempting to free theſe Perſons from a 
emporal Evil (for it can be only ſuch, being 
n the beſt and moſt ſincere Chriſtians) you 
ave taken away a great Security of Virtue, 
nd conſequently a Means to laſting Happi- 

B neſs; 


MAKE no Apology for giv- 
ing. you this Trouble; a Mo- 
tive which I believe you act 


I 1 


neſs; that with plucking up Aa 8 Tares 
you have with too haſty a hand plucked up 
the Wheat alſo. 
IAN perſuaded, Sir, if 1 mould nals this 
appear to you; or, if it ſhould only appear 
to you upon a Review of your Papers, that 
what you have written might naturally lead 
me and others to ſuch Thoughts; or, if you 
ſhould find upon Enquiry that -your Book 
has had a quite other Effect than that which 
you expected from it; and that it has rejoic'd 
many of the Worſt, and grieved many of the 
Beſt of * Chriſtians; and that even + Infidel 
have rather triumphed in it, than been con- 


verted by it, you will not only n but Wy 
_@pprove of this Undertaking. fo | 
Y ou comprehend our whole Duty, as it f- ng 
lates to the blefled Sacrament, within the er 
Time that || we are actually eating the Bread, Du 
and drinking the Wine; or entirely 4 con Mera, 
fine this Duty to the Diſpoſition and Behav AU ot 
our of Chriſtians at the Time when they at 107, 
cating the Bread and drinking the Win e 
and alſo maintain, that $ whoever in a ſeri and 
and * Senſe of his Relation to Chriſti Is 


e Pref. p. 1 + Pref. p. 8. || Pag. 10 
4 Pag. 76, Kc. 82, 83, &c. $ Pag. 29. 5 


Pay 


his Diſciple, (by * Diſciple, meaning only one 
who believes him ſent by God) perferms theſe 


Actions of eating Bread and drinking Wine in 


Remembrance of Chriſt, as of a Perſon corpo- 
rally abſent from his Diſciples ; or that eats the 
Bread and drinks the Wine with ſuch a + ſe- 


rious and religious Remembrance of Chriſt and 


of his Death, as includes init a Profeſſion and 


Acknowledgment that Chriſt is our Maſter, and 
that we are his Diſciples and Followers ; that 
we are under his Governance and Influence, and 
'W: Fellowſhip with him as his Head, ſhall re- 


eeive this Sacrament, or partake of the Lord's 
"WW Supper || acceprably to God and advantagioufly 
"MN © himſelf; fo that by this Means he may 
Wl partake of All thoſe Privileges or Benefits 


which are truly and certainly annex'd to this 
Duty, or implied in it: All, that either in ge- 
neral are promiſed, or naturally belong to a ſin- 
cere Obedience to any poſitive Command of God, 
known by us to be ſuch; or in particular, are 
nthe Nature of the Thing imply'd in the Rite, 
and reſult from it. 

Or, in other Words, you maintain cheſs 
Propoſitions, 


B 2 If 


Pag. 78, 79, 153, 154, Ke. 


1 


Pag. 106, 110, &e. 
1 Pag. 58, 59, 77, &e. 
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| 55 That no A of F Gd 1 . 
to the Perſon or Authority of our bleſſed $a. 
viour, is neceſſary to be believed by the Re- 
ceiver of this Sacrament, in order to his re- 
ceiving it acceptably to God, &c. but this on- 
ly, That Feſas is a Teacher ſent by God. 
2dly, THAT no antecedent moral or re- 
ligious Diſpaſitions or Behaviour are required 
as Qualifications in the Receiver of this Sa- 
crament, in order to his receiving it accepta- 
bly to God, &c. 
3dly, THAT noantecedent Bleſſings, Pray- 
ers, or Thankſgivings to God over the Bread 
and Wine, before we eat the Bread, and 
drink the Wine, are neceſſary in order to our 
receiving the bleſſed Sacrament acceptably ta | 


God, &c. 


Fox, when you comprehend our whole 
Duty, with regard to the bleſſed Sacrament, 
within the Time that we are actually eating 
the Bread and drinking the Wine, or entirely 
confine this Duty to the Ds/poſitions and Bi 
haviour of Chriſtians at the Time of eating the 
Bread and drinking the Wine, and alſo main- 
tain that whoever ſhall in a ſerious and religiou 


Senſe of bis Relation to Chrift as bis Diſcipi 
og - 


EN n 


perform theſe Actions of eating Bread and. 


| inking Wine in Remembrance of Chriſt; or 
hat eats the Bread and drinks the Wine in 
ſuch 4 ſerious and religious Remembrance of 
Chriſt and of bis Death, as includes in it a Pro- 
fiſhon and Acknowledgment that Chriſt is our 
liaſſer, and that we are his Diſciples and Fol- 


uceptably fa Gad, &c. It is evident, 

TA Ax the Belief of all other Articles of 
faith, with regard to the Perſon or Autho- 
ty of our bleſſed Saviour, are excluded 


g the bleſſed Sacra ment acceptably to God, 
3 
AnD, that all antecedent moral or re- 


Im being required as Qualifications in the 
ceiver of this Sacrament in order to his re- 
ing it acceptably to God, &c. 

AND, that all antecedent Blęſings, Pray- 
or Thankſgivings to God over the Bread 
Wine before we eat the Bread and drink 
Wine, was excluded from being any Parts 


he Duty, as from being neceſſary in order 


0 


wers, or that we are under his Governance 
nd Influence, and in Fellowſhip, with bim as, 
Wir Head, &c. ſball receive this Sacrament 


om being neceſſary, in order to our receiy-. 


/ 


OUS Diſpejitions or Behaviour, are excluded 


7 
RT 


[2-65] 
to our receiving this Sacrament me to 
God, &c. | 
Bur this is not all; you expreſly tell us, i 
that che Duty of Preparation for this holy 
Communion is entirely founded upon theſe few if 
Words of St. Paul to the Corinthians; Let a 
Man * examine himſelf, &c. And that the 
Preparation which St. Paul recommends to the | 
Corinthians, as neceſſary and ſufficient, is an 
an Examination of their own Hearts and D 
pofitions, by the Inſtitution of this holy Rite, in 
order to aſſure themſelves that they will come i 


( 
4 


} 


the Lord's Supper, and behave at it, not a 
common Meal, or an ordinary eating and drink la 
ing, but as a particular Rite appointed by Chri W 
viz. that they will come to it, in order to uf ©* 

Milt, 


the Bread and drink this Wine in a religi 
Remembrance of Chriſt, and * his Death. ¶ Lor: 
AN p you likewiſe aſſure us, that Pi e 
in other reſpecis, . may in this ful” 7%: 
and, | Mon 2 
| Tr aT Inperfections and Failings in of” in 
Parts of our Conduct, have no Relation to uch 4 
Inſtance of our Duty. Venn 
A you produce moſt notorious 22 
ces of Perſons, who want moral EO breth 


* 


* Pag. 74. + Pag. 71. ＋ Pag. 81. | Pa | 8 
| 


ö 
| 
| 


| 


174 
ons, as wii ful habitual * Sinners, thoſe who F 
go on in their wilful habitual Sms; thoſe ubom 
their Lord will not Reward at the laſt Day, to 
ſhew us the Extent of your Doctrine, and that 
ſuch Perſons receiving in the Manner and 
with the Diſpoſitions you deſcribe, will not 
receive this Sacrament unworthily, or unac- 
ceptably to God, Gc. 
AND that we might not think ſuch Per- 
ſons as theſe uncapable of coming to the holy 
Sacrament, and behaving in the Manner and 
with the Diſpoſitions you deſcribe, you ex- 
preſly tell us, that when Tuſtin Martyr 
lays, that profeſt Chriſtians, who were ſcanda- 
kufly and notoriouſly immoral in the Habitual 
and open Conduct of their Lives, were not per- 
mitted, before ſome good Signs of Repentance, to 
partake of this religious Rite; that this does not 
appear to have ariſen from any thing peculiar 
to the Lord's Supper itſelf, nor from any Opi- 
mon that ſuch Perſons could not poſſibly come to 
it with good Diſpoſitions, and eat and drink in 
uch a manner, as not to fall under St. Paul's 
Denunciation; but from hence, that they were 
wot fit to be own'd publickly by theſe Chriſtian 
rethren, becauſe of their continuing to live in 
other 


| 


bas Pag. 88. + Fag. 88, 8. Fa. 83 
LE 5 


| bo q | 
| other Refpects, and in a notorious Manner un. 
worthy of the Chrifttan Name.. | 
Ap you alſo farther endeavour to make 
it appear, that in Juſtin Martyr's Time, Re. 
pentance was not thought neceflary ro eſcape 
the Denunciation of St. Paul. 
Ap you likewiſe maintain, that Perſong, / 
who having + /inn'd after Baptiſm, and do nt p 
amend their Lives, nor have their Sins pardon'd 0 
may receive this Sacrament worthily, or ſo * 
that their receiving it may be acceptable w 
„ 4 
AN p you yourſelf farther tell us, that j . 
Perſons are but ſincere and in earneſt when tb 4 
receive the Sacrament in the Church of Eng- 
land, 1“ is impracticable for them to receive in. I 
worthtly. F ” 
AND with Regard to antecedent Bl: efſings Pi 
Prayers or Thankſgivings to God over tht = 
Bread and Wine; you inform us, that whet FT 
the Words of St. Matthew are render'd thu: the F. 
He [Jeſus] took Bread and bleſſed it, it ougit Ko, 
to be, He too“ Bread and bleſſed God. Avi. | 
Tafterwards you ſay, the Duty || of Prayer 5 
4 555 abſolutely diſtinct from the Particifi VP 
tion of the Lord's Supper; ibo it may very pr 
pr) 


Pag. 88, 89, 9o, Kc. Pag. 88. 1 Pag. 144, % f p- 
+ Fag. 120. f Pag. 11. | FPag. 160. 


474 


ſay, properly, but not neceſſarily in ſuch a Senſe, 
that. the . Communion would be no Communion 
without it;. hut ſuitably fo the good Defign and 
Tendency- of this Rite, and moſe uſe fully to our- 
ſelves. And again, 

＋TIS aluays to be remember d, that every 
ae, or Thankſgiving uſed in the publick 


Ofice [that of the Church of England] through- 


out our whole Attendance upon this Duty, 1s not 
a part of the Duty itſelf, which (ſtrictly taken) 
is comprebended within the Limits of eating and 
drinking with a_ due Remembrance of Chrift 8 
Deathb. 
Far HER, che Duty (chat of receiving 
the Sacrament) ought always to be conſider d as 
wfunt from all Expreſſions, Prayers or Thankſ- 


it, | 

Tris Doctrine you profeſs to draw from 
the Holy Scriptures, and them alone; and you 
declare in the very Title-Page of your Book, 
that your whole Doctrine about the Sacrament 
if the Lord's Supper is drawn from Texts in the 
New Teſtament, and them alone. 


C WIAr 
14) Þ Pag. 174. || Ibid. 


perly, not neceſſarily go before, and after * T. 


groings, which are made uſe of before and after 
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3 
WI AT I now propoſe to ſhew, 18, 
I. Tur you have not drawn the Dos 
Arine which you advance from the Holy 
Scriptures; even allowing your own Para- 
phraſes u pon, and Interpretations of Sctipture, 
(that is, ſo far allowing them, as is confiſtent 


with the very Foundation of your Queſtion) 
which I by no means do; and that it does not 
appear from any of the Texts which you para 
phraſe, or expound, nor from all of them tc 


ind 


gether, neither by expreſs Words, nor Deduai 5 
on, nor by any juſt Reaſoning whatſoever, tha q 0 
-vboever ſhall at the Time of receiving thi % 
Sacrament, receive it in the Manner and wit * 
the Diſpoſitions you deſcribe, ſhall receive 
acceptably to God, Sc. or, that antecedel ; 
moral Diſpoſitions or Behaviour are not 15 
quired as Qualifications in the Receiver, 5 
order to this End. (Whether any other / Ali Ir 
ticle of Faith, with regard to the Perſon. ** 
Authority of our bleſſed Saviour, beſides ti en fr 
mention'd, or whether antecedent Bleſin 1 5 
Prayers, or Thankſsivings to God over | ih thi 
Bread and Wine before we eat the Bread 381 


drink the Wine, are requiſite, in ordet}i 
our eating and drinking acceptably to 3 
Sc. I ſhall leave to others to determine; } * 

I ſhould think, that it our Saviour req 


= > rats WEIS: no 


his Diſciples to believe any other Article of 
Faith, with regard to his own Perſon or 
Authority, beſides that mention'd, that this 
alſo ſhould be as neceſſary, in order to our 
eating and drinking acceptably to God, &c. 
as the Belief of that Article of Faith which 
you allow neceſſary, in order to this End, 
and for the very ſame Reaſon that this is ne- 
W-fiary ; and, that, as when he took Bread 
nd bleſſed it, (or let it be as you ſay, bleſſed 
God) and brake it, and gave it to his Diſciples, 
md ſaid, Take eat; this is my Body, &c. and 
What, as when he 700k the Cup, he gave thanks, 
% gave it to them, and ſaid, drink ye all of 
"WF: For this is my Blood of the New Te eflament, 
"Wc. that Bling the Bread, or bleſing of God, 
0 d giving Thanks, were as much included 
iche Command, as eating the Bread, and 
„ Winking the Wine, were included in it; eſpe- 
ly, conſidering that our Saviour was not 
"Mn from Supper when he inſtituted this 
* "Witty ; ſo that we cannot but apprehend, that 
0 th the Bread and Wine that he deſign'd to 
er remember' d in, had already had over them, 
0 n the reſt of the Food, that Bleſſing or 
05 yer which uſually preceded common 
* 'Fals. But this only by the by.) 10 

70 C 2 10:90 
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"4 propoſe farther to ſHew; that the 
Scriptures require antecedent motal Dif poſi- 
tions or Behaviour, as Qualifications! in the 
Receiver of this Sacrament, in order to his 
receiving the bleſſed Sacrament acceptably t0 
God; and particularly hope to make it ap- 
pear, that St. Paul requires ſuch Qualificati- 
ons in that very Paſſage to the Corinthian, 
from which you have labour'd to reject al ora 
antecedent Preparation, but that of our ownW Q 
Hearts and Diſpaſitions by the Inſtitution of thin: 
holy Rite, in order to aſſure ourſelves We ul ly to 
go to the Lord s Supper, and behave at t, rata lou. 
à common Meal. Reg 

III. I ſhall make it appear, that if ſuch! 
a Remembrance of Chriſt, as includes in it Metak 
Profeſſion and Acknowledgment, that Chriſti hich 
our Maſter, and that we are his Diſciples auc); 
Followers, that we are under his GovernanW'cd, 
and Influence, and in Fellowſhip with him a Thai 
our Head, is really neceſſary in order to oH he! 
receiving the bleſſed Sacrament acceptably us cor 
God, Sc. that then moral Qualifications I. 1 
alſo neceſſary. le Rec 

IV. I ſhall ſhew, FER if the Sacrameie 1am 
is ſo conſtituted, that antecedent moral Di him, 


poſitions or Behaviour are required as Q ent acc 
lificatioſ make 


Pag. 71. 
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E 
Iifcations in the Receiver of this Sacrament; 
n order to his receiving it acceptably to God, 
;- that then the bleſſed Sacrament is a Means 
that End for which it was inſtituted, (viz. 
Je Happineſs of Mankind) above what it 
an be, if it is not thus conſtituted. | 
V. I ſhall ſhew, that if the Sacha 
nent is ſo conſtituted, that no antecedent - 
oral Diſpofitions or Behaviour are required 
s Qualifications 1 in the Receiver of this Sa- 
rament, in order to his receiving it accepta- 
ly to God, &c. and particularly, if open, 1 
Vous Sinners, thoſe who ſhew no good Signs 
W Repentance, may receive this Sacrament 
ceptably to God, &c. ſo as by this means to 
artake of all thoſe Privileges and Benefits 
Which are truly and certainly annexed to this 
Wy; that then the Sacrament is ſo conſti- 
ed, as not to coincide with other Means 
That End, for which it was inſtituted; 
ad hence draw an Argument, that it is not 
us conſtituted. 
VI. I hope I ſhall make it appear, that if 
e Receiver of this Sacrament believes that 
e lame moral Qualifications are required 
him, in order to his receiving this Sacra- 
ent acceptably to God, &c. as are required 
make him Chriſt's Diſciple according to- 
the 


[ 14 ] 
che Terms of his Goſpel, then he cannot ſo 


miſtake this Holy Sacrament, as to make it 
a Means to any other End than That for which | 


it was inſtituted. | 

VII. Is the Receiver of this Sacrament be. 
lieves he may at the ſame time he is a wil 
babitual Sinner receive this Sacrament 40 
ceptably to God, &c. then he may fo miſtaks 
this Holy Sacrament, as to make 1t a Mean 
to ſome other End than That for which i 
was inſtituted, __ 

Laſtly, J ſhall conclude with an Applica 
tion to Chriſtians as n e d by your 
ſelf. 

Appendix. In this I 8 to ſhew th 
you have miſtaken the Senſe of another 


markable Paſſage of St. Paul to the Cori T 

; eſe 
thians; namely, 1 Cor. x. 16 — 21. Wh M 
you ſay, It is not the Apoſtle's Dejign to jp 5 


of Benefits accruing to Communicants by part 
king of the Lord's Supper, but only of the H 
nificancy of that Rite, as * an Att of religi 
Honour paid by Chriſtians to their Maſter. 


3 
N, 7 


74 9 


I. I am to ſhew that you have 


8. 
drawn the Doctrine which you advance fi I 


ent, 


A. . 
Pag. 44. 
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the holy Scriptures, even according to your 
own Interpretations of Scripture. 


Reader our Saviour's Expreſſions concerning 

the Inſtirution, which you paraphraſe, and 

your Paraphraſe and Reaſonings upon it. 
2dly, THAT Paſlage of St. Paul's to the 


unworthily, which you paraphraſe, and 
your Paraphraſe and Reaſonings upon ir. 
AND, 3dly, J ſhall take in your prelimi- 
nary Propoſitions, which are the Baſis of 
hour Argument, and ſhew that your Argu- 
nent will no more conclude from Reaſon, 
than it does from Scripture. 

TR Texts which you firſt paraphraſe are 
heſe. 

Marrhrw xxvi. 26. And as they were 
ating, eſis took bread and bleſſed it, and brake 
and gave it to his diſciples, and ſaid, T. * 
at, this is my body. 

27. And he took the cup and gave thanks, 
nd gave it to them, ſaying, Drmk ye all of 


art 


128 For this is my blood of the new Teſta- 
+i0 ent, which Is ſhed for many for the Remiſſion 


Sins. | 
MARE 


AND begin, ½, with laying before the 


Corinthians concerning eating and drinking 
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MaRk xiv. 22. And as they did eat, | 
ſus took bread and bleſſed it, and brake it, = | 
gave it to them, and ſaid, Take, eat, this i; 
ee, 
Dns. An be 40 ;be cup, Pow hin he hol 
given thanks, he gave it to Os and # Foe of al 
drank of it. 
24. And | he ſaid unto how this is my blu 
of the new Teſtament. which is ſhed for many, W 
St. LUKE xxii. 19. And he took bread, an 
3 gave thanks, and brake it, and gave it un“ 
T's them, ſaying, This is my body which is grant 
_—- for. you ; this do in remembrance of me. . 
| 20. Likewiſe alſo the Cup after Suppe B. 
ſaying, This cup is the new Teſtament in mf” - 
blood, which is ſhed for you. dr; 
1 CoR. xi. 24. And when he had giuf i, 
thanks, he brake it, and ſaid, Take, eat, ¶M Pre 
7s my body which zs broken for you, this do innW'e 
membrance of me. mb; 
| 25. After the ſame manner alſo he took i Ver 
cup, when he had ſupped, ſaying, Ibis cis 
the new Teſtament in my blood; this do Ye, 
often as ye drink it, in remembrance of nt. 
WHEN you have made a few Remarks 
on theſe Texts} in order to lead us to ii 
true Meaning, you proceed to give us the . 

lowing Paraphraſe upon them: In wi 


10 


wo 


0 #4 
nt | 


[ 17 ] 

you ſay,* The Senſe of them is expreſſed, if they 
I ure put all together, and ws der'd as 2s ſpoken by 
ur Saviqur. 

Take, eat this Bread oa Job, which I 
Well my Body, at this Time conſider d by me as 
ifually given, broken, and depriv'd of Life 
fir your Good; though not yet done, as you cer 5 
anly know who now ſee me. But I now give 
u this Bread, and call it my Body, in order 
eu you that you are to take and eat Bread, 
bis manner, after my Death; and to intro- 
ce my Command to you, to do this; to break 
cat Bread, in remembrance of me, and of 
1 broken, after it ſhall be broken, and 
er I ſhall be removed from you. In like man- 
irink ye all of this Cup, that is, of the 
rin win it, which I now call my Blood, though 
ve not yet ſhed it; in order to ſhew you —_— 
in Me to drink of Wine, in this manner, in 

mbrance of my Blood, after it ſhall be 
EV your Good, and the Good of many 
cup whoſe Sins ſhall be forgiven accord- 
5% Ebbe Terms of my Goſpel. Upon this 
me Int I now call this Cup, that is, this Wine, 
ikst of the new Covenant, as it is to be 
co MY you hereafter, in Remembrance of my 
ne ed by ne, in teſtimony to the Truth of 
v D 400 


\ 


Pag, 19. 


Fg 


1 


all that T have declared as the Will or Covenant 


] 


of God, containing what he promiſes on his Part, 
and what He requires all Believers to undertake 
on their Part. And for the ſame Reaſon, T ſtile 
this Cup, or this Wine, the new Covenant in my 
Blood; becauſe you are hereafter thus to drink 
Wine in a religious Remembrance of my Bload; 
in, or through which, after it ſhall be ſhed, thi 


new Covenant will be confirmed, as by a Seal! 


Teftimony to the Truth of it; in order to qu 
you the more undoubtedly of the Remiſſion of yu be 
Sins, ftipulated in that Covenant, upon true fe 
pentance and Amendment. When therefore an. 
ſhall meet together, as my Diſciples, after N Ch 
ſhall be taken from you, drink ye all of Hi ai 
for this Purpoſe: Perform this Actin i Cor 
drinking Wine in memory of my Blood thus this 
br you; and as often as ye meet to drinkW and 
22 


profeſſedly for this Purpoſe, take care thit 
always do it, not as drinking af a common 1 22 
but in a religious Remembrance of me. ny of 
Now allowing this a juſt Parapl 101 
(which I mult ſay it is impoſſible it can W's , 
and that this is really the Senſe of theſe e cent 
if they are put all together and confider #10: 
ſpoken by our Saviour, yet how does it af] bat 4 
that whoever in a ſerious and religious Se 0: 


his Relation to Chriſt as his Diſciple, pe. 


theſe Actions of eating Bread and drinking 


WH 00 antecedent moral Diſpoſitions or Behavi- 
WF our are requir 'd as Qualifications 1 in the Re- 
W cciver in order to this End? _ ep 
IT appears that the Bread was to be taken 
and eaten, and the Wine to be drank, in Re- 
membrance of Chriſt, and that this was to 
be done ſeriouſiy and religiouſly; ſo that who- 
ever ſeriouſly and religiouſly eats the Bread 
end drinks the Wine in Remembrance of 
WW Chriſt. and of his Death, obeys this Com- 
7 mand; but it does not yet appear that this 
Command is the whole Duty. Neither does 
| this appear, allowing what you ſay upon it, 


and what we fully grant, That more Regard 


wght to be paid to our bleſſed Saviour in a Point 
that entirely depended upon his Will, than to 
any of thoſe who cannot pretend to have Inſtru- 
ion immediately from him; and that it is more 
ous as well as reaſonable to believe that he ſuf- 
crently declar'd his Mind about his own Inſti- 
utions, to his own immediate Followers, than 
hat be left it to be declared by Men who ſhould 
ve one hundred, or five hundred, or a thour 
| + and, 


Wine in Remembrance of Cbriſt, as of a Per- 
ſon corporally abſent from his Diſciples, ſhall 
perform them acceptably to God, &c. or, that 


— * - — — 8 . 
2 > CI TEES IRENE: nat; * 332 
Den — * 
G — ” 2 
— a — enRE) 


— 8 - 1 — — — 
Vt ere LEY * 
e Dee 
1 * 
n 2 S NY 8 
ac » ** 
7 . 


„ 

| Tab or near two thouſand Years after the a | 
Inſtitution of this Duty 
I fay, allowing all this, and that our whole | 
Dury, with regatd to the bleſſed Sacrament, 
is to be found in that Book which we have in 
our Hands, the Word of God, as it certain- | 
ly is, yet ſtill it does not yet appear that an-, 
= recedent moral Diſpoſitions or Behaviour are 
not required as Qualifications in the Receiver 
of this Sacrament, in order to his receiving it 

acceptably to God, &c. 
As then this does not yet appear to us from 
your Paraphraſe, proceed we to ſee what you 
yourſelf draw from it. 

AND we find you draw this Propoſition. 

Pr. 8. It + appears from theſe Paſſages that 
the End for which our Lord inſtituted this Du 
ty was the Remembrance of himſelf"; that tit 
Bread to be taken and eaten was appointed to h 
| the Memorial of his Body broken ; and the Win 
il ro be drank was ordain'd to be the Memorial 9 
| his Blood ſhed; or according to the expreſs Ward 
of St. Paul, that the one was to be eaten an 
the other to be drank in Remembrance of Chriffl 
and this to be continued until he who was on * 
preſent with his . and is now anf 1 
ſhall come again. 


5 E Pag. 215 22. T Pag. 23+ 


beef 


Ax from this Propoſition, when you have 
drawn an Argument againſt thoſe who hold 


the Doctrine of the real Preſence of Chriſt in 
the Sacrament, and another againſt a real Sa- 
crifice, you proceed to draw the following one. 

Pr. 9. Whoever therefore * in a ſerious and 
religious Senſe of bis relation to Chriſt, as hit 


Diſciple, performs theſe Attrons of eating Bread 


and drinking Wine in Remembrance of Chriff, 
«6 of a Perſon corporally abſent from bis Diſci- 

ples, moſt certainly per forms them agreeably to 
1 End of the Inſtitution declared by Chrift 
Limſelf, and his immediate Diſciples. 
Ax it may be alſo ſaid, you draw this 
Loncluſion, that whoever in a ſerious and re- 
nous Senſe of his relation to Chriſt, as his 


md drinking Wine in Remembrance of Chriſt, 
bc. performs them acceptably to God, &c. for, 
cording to you, to perform the Actions of 
ting Bread and drinking Wine agreeably or 
itably to the End of the Inſtitution, is to 
ant * them acceptably to God, &c. 


Now then to judge of theſe Concluſions. 
l. WHETHER it appears from theſe Paſ- 
es, that the End for which our Lord in- 


AY fuututed 
[| * Pag. 29. + Pag. 78, 79. | 


Diſciple, performs the Action of eating Bread 


Ry OR. Ste. Abs cer 6 . 
jon 2-29, 15. | 
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Pituted, this. Duty, was the Remembrance of 


that partaking of. the Lord's Supper, or te: 


Duty, nor any Duty at all. 


taking of the Lord's Supper, or receiving 


[22] 
himſelf. 


II. Wnrrnn, FF ESI ſhall th a Pty 
and religious Senſe of his relation to Chriſt, as 
his Diſciple, perform theſe Actions of eating 
Bread and drinking Wine in Remembrance of 

Chri/t, &c. ſhall perform them agreeably'to 


the End of the Inſtitution, and acceptably u 


God, &c. we muſt firſt remind the Reader, 
who in this Queſtion is the ſuppoſed Inftity 
tor of this Inſtitution, or by whoſe Will it is 


ceiving the Sacrament, becomes a Duty. 
Now it is ſuppoſed i in the very Queſtio 


we are upon, that God is the Inſi1tutor 1 
this Inſtitution or Duty, and that it is by H h 
Will and Command, that receiving the Sac 

ment becomes a Duty; our very Enquiii tu 
which is, how to perform this Duty acc rec 
ably to God, &c. ſuppoſes this; and indeg 

unleſs it was ſo, it could not be a religiof {cr 


thi 
as t 
und 
the 


Now then, if God is the 1n/iztutor of 
Inſtitution, and it is by his Will, that p 


Sacrament, becomes a Duty; then Jet 
when he took bread, and bleſſed it, and b. 
i, and gave it to his Diſciples, and * 7 


; 


eat; this is my body which is given for you, this 
do in remembrance of me; and when, after the 
ſame manner he took the cup, and gave thanks, 
and gave it to them, and ſaid, drink ye all of 
it: For this is my blood of the new teſtament, 
which is ſhed for many for the remiſſion of fans; 
acted, either in Obedience to, Or in Conjun- 
ction with God. | 

IF in Obedience to God, then he was only 
the Declarer of the Will of God, juſt fo far 
as he was commiſſion'd or impower'd by God 

to declare it, juſt ſo far as that Will was 
by God reveal'd to him. 

Ir he ated in Conjunction with God, then 
he deliver'd his own Will, an the Will of 
| his Father. 

Ix either Caſe, the Inicacida 18 hb Inſti- 
tution of God, and it is by his Will that our 
receiving this Sacrament becomes a Duty. 

Tris then the Reader is defired to ob- 
ſerve, and take with him thro' the Courſe of 
this Argument; that, when Jeſus is ſpoke of 
as the Inſtitutor of this Inſtitution, it mult be 


underſtood, Jeſus as God, or Feſus declaring 


the Will of Ged. 


Ir this Point was to be diſputed, ether | 


God is the Inſtitutor of this In/titution or nor, 


It \ 


7 


. * 
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it would be again to diſpute the Truth of the 


Chriſtian Religion, 
Now then, if God is 1 Table of this 


Tnftitution, it is certain He muſt have a Rea. 


ſon or Motive inducing him thereto; an End 
which he propoſed to be obtain'd by this 
Duty. 

AND this End, the End which He pro- 
poſed to be obtain'd by the Duty, is proper. 
ly call'd the End for which this Duty is in- 
ſtituted. 

AND the Duty itſelf is only a Means to 
this End. 

AND this End, the End for has the 
Duty is inſtituted, muſt, when we ſpeak in 
general, be call'd Man's Happineſs; for this 
is the End of all God's Diſpenſations with 
Man. 

AND you yourſelf ſuppoſe the wa 
Chriſtian Diſpenſation given for the Sake of 


Man. 


AND tho', with regard to this particular 
Inſtitution, you would not have Chriſtians + 
deceive themſelves, with fancying to themſelves 
Privileges, Communications or Impreſſions; yet 
you allow that ſome Privileges or Benefits are 


truly and certainly annex'd to this Duty ; when 
you 


Pag. 19, 20. 7 pag. 156. 


you allow, that all thoſe Privileges or Benefits 
which belong to any poſitive Commands of God, 
known by us to be ſuch, are truly and certainly 
annex d to it. And you would not tell us, 


that all he Privileges or Benefits which be. 


ung to any poſitive Commands of God, known 


by us to be ſuch, are truly and certainly annex'd 


this Duty; without, at the ſame time, hold- 
ng, there are poſitive Commands of God, to 
which Privileges or Benefits are ruh and cer- 
tanly annex d. 

Ac Alx, you ſuppoſe that ſome Privileges 
Benefits may belong to this poſitive Duty, 
litint from all other poſitive Duties; when 
you ſay, When I argued before, that no Pro- 
ſe was made to this particular Duty, as di- 
une? from all others; I added in expreſs Words, 
rauſe it was far from my Thoughts to exclude 
ut of a Chriſtians Thoughts and Expectations, 
y of thoſe Promiſes which attend upon all Du- 


ces from this particular Duty, which may 
under d, as the Promiſes in Effect of him 

ho made it a Duty “. 

Now moſt certainly it would not be far 

are In your Thoughts to exclude out of a Chriſti- 

hen W Thoughts and Expectations, any Promiſe, 
ou E ot 


Pag. 153. 


gf the ike ſort, or any of thoſe natural Conſe- 
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[ 26 } 
natural $00 
15 may be conſider” d as Promiſes in effect 
| j a Du. if you did not 


iy. particula d Conſequence * 


of him who ma 
ſu doſe ſome particular Benefit, or 9 . 
god Conſequence may attend this N h 
ſtinct from other poſitive Duties. 5 
Axp tho you ſpeak of Chriſtians, 45 Re th 
Ho Honour 10 Chriſt, when they perform WM u 
this Duty» of eating and drinking in Honour M 
to him; yet 500 do not mean chat this Dut) 3 
of Chriſt, for ans w 7 


Was inſtituted for the Sake 
Happineſs which might 


our performance of it. 
that God has big! 


AND tho it is certain, 
and 85 bim 


ariſe to him fror 


e of Jeſas ever 


alration WAS NC 
but the Effe 
\ A\ ki ö ö 


of his suffer ings. A, 

vident then from the Nature of G0 
| al d Will, and what you youſl 
heſs was the E 


ich, this Dory! 


NG. 
Axp, if it We; not pleaſe God tore 
ſs the due! 


to us what particu 
is a Means to, ol 


] 
formance of this Duty a 
gy 
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[ 27 } 
iris a Means to it; whether it is a Means to 
poſitive Enjoyment of Happineſs, or only a 
Means to that which is itſelf a Means to Hap- 
pineſs, and which may be call'd Good, Bene- 
fit, or Advantage; yet this we are ſure of, 
that Man's Happineſs was the End for which 
this Duty was inſtituted; and that this Inſti- 
tution was entirely appointed for the Sake of 
Man. 

And now having reminded the Reatler 
wh in the queſtion is the ſuppoſed Inſtitu- 
tir of this Inſtitution, and for whoſe Sake it 
was inſtituted, proceed we to examine the 
Propoſition which you draw from it. 

You ſay, It appears from theſe Paſſages, 
thet the End for which our Lord inſtituted this 
Duty was the Remembrance. of himſelf; and 
onclude, that Whoever in a ſerious and reli- 
pious Senſe of his Relation to Chriſt, as his Dij- 
ge, performs theſe Actions, &c. performs 
tem agreeably to the End of tbe Inſtitution, 
lar d by Chriſt himſelf and his zmmediate 
Diſciples, | 
AND to do this, 1s, 8 to yl to 
0 1oerform them acceptably to God, &c. 7 
ue Now then the great Point to be enquired, 
or 1d upon what your future Concluſion muſt 

| is, what you mean by the End of 
E 2 the 


> E 


1 [28] 


the Inſtitution; that is, hee you really af. i 
ſert, when you ſay, I. appears from theſe Paſ. 1 
fages that the End for which our Lord inſtitu. 
ted this Duty, was the Remembrance of him. | 
ſelf; whether you aſſert that the End which M 

Chriſt propoſed ſhould be obtain'd by this 
Duty, was the Remembrance of bimſelf; or, 
whether this Aſſertion relates only to the 
Duty. a 

Ip you aſſert that the End which Chriſt i 
propoſed ſhould be obtain'd by this Duty wa 
the Remembrance of himſelf, performing 
Actions ſuitably to this End, muſt be to per: 
form them acceptably to the Inſtitutor, 

Bur if this Aſſertion relates only to the 


EE Ta "oo coed I ** — 


Duty itſelf, and the Remembrance of Chri- 
is conſider d only as Duty, as a Part of thier 
Duty we call the Sacrament or Lord's Sup cg, 
per, then performing Actions ſuitably to tliſay 
End, to a Part of the Duty, may not be ¶ this 


| | perform them acceptably to the Inſtitut 
| as will appear. 

Tre firſt Point then to be conſider 
W muſt be what is your Weng! in this Part 
5 Cuiai,; . 
| Now though the natural obvious Men 
ing of your Aſſertion is this, It appear: f. 
theſe Paſſages that the End which Chriſt þ 
poli; 


[ 29] = 
poſed ſhould be obtained by this Duty is che 
Remembrance of himſelf”; though in this Senſe 
as far as I can learn you have generally been 
underſtood ; tho* you ſpeak of this Remem- 
WH brance as the End that is to be anſiver d * 
by che Duty, and compare it with an End that 
Is to be obtain'd by an Action, as Satisfaction 
+of Hunger by Eating ||; tho your Arguments 
are drawn from the End of the Inſtitution}, to 


and no Arguments can be drawn from the Re- 


which will at all, as I apprehend, affe& the 
preſent Point, a Point in which common 
Underſtandings ſeem chiefly to be concern'd, 
ie. whether moral Qualifications are neceſſary 


ay the End for which our Lord inſtituted 
his Duty was the Remembrance of himſelf, 
you do not mean to aſſert that the End 
which he propoſed ſhould be obtain'd by this 
Duty was the Remembrance of himſelf; yet 
Par our Arguments will no way conclude,neither 


perform the Actions of eating Bread and drink- 
ing 
* Pag. 16, 70. + Pag. 68, 70. 1 Pag. 72. 


pok | Pag. 27, 58. 


make them more eaſy to common Underſtanding ; 


membrance of Chriſt conſfider'd as a Duty, 


or not in order to our performing this Duty 
acceptably to God, &c; though if when you 


rom Reaſon nor Scripture, that whoever ſhall 


- Chriſt propoſed to be obrain'd by this Duty 


neſs muſt be the End propoſed to be obtain 
by this Duty; that this is the End for whic! 


ment or Lord's Supper was inſtituted. 


eſſential Part of the Duty itſelf; then thi 
cannot poſſibly be the End which Man is 


obtain by the due performance of this Duty. 


[30] | 
ing Wine in the Manner, and with the Dif. 
poſitions you deſcribe, ſhall perform them | 
acceptably to God, Sc. And tho” on the o- 
ther ſide if you mean to aſſert, that the End 
which Chriſt propoſed ſhould be obtain d by 
this Duty, was the Remembrance of himfelf, | 
and this really was the End for which the Du- 


ty was inſtituted, it might appear to con- 


clude; for in this Caſe, to perform the Actions 
of eating and drinking in the Manner and 
with the Diſpoſition you deſcribe, muſt be 
to perform them fuitably to the End of the 
Inſtitution; yet it is certain, when you ſay, 
the End for which our Lord inſtituted thi 
Duty was the Remembrance of himſelf, you 
do not mean to aſſert that the End which 


was the Remembrance of himſe If | 
It has been already ſeen, that Man's Happi 


to obtain which, this Duty call'd the Sac 


Bur remembring Chriſt is a Part, anda 


* | 
- — | 
* 
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[132] 

To explain this: Chriſt is ſuppoſed to bid: 
us cat and drink in a certain Manner, andi in 
Remembrance of him. Now whatever is par- 
ticularly required in theſe Words, Do this in 
Remembrance of me, remembring Chriſt is 


certainly required in them; for you ſay, this 


is the very E/ſence* of theDuty, and conſututes | 

the Nature of this Holy Rite; and are endea- 
youring to prove, that what Chriſt here re- 
quires in this Paraphraſe, is the whole Duty. 

Now then what Chriſt here requires, and 
is the Duty, and the very Eſſence. of it, can- 
not poſſibly be the End which We obtain 5 
this Duty. . 

OuR remembring Chriſt, cannot at once 
be both End and Means; both what we 905 
and what we obtain. 

IVD E ED, if we were to put a Cali 7 
this was a human Ordinance, and that the 
Inſtitutor of it inſtituted it for his own Sake, 
then the End for which it was inſtituted, 
the End which was propoſed to be obtain d 
by the Inſtitution, might be call'd, and be 
the Remembrance of himſelf, and the Eſſence 
of the Receivers Duty conſiſt in remembering 
the Inſtitutor; the ſame thing might be call'd 
* 
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. 

both End and Means, when eonſider'd in 
different en and as 588 to different 
Perſons. | 

As thus; if Jeſas, as a Man, inſtituted this 
Duty, he muſt have a Reaſon or Motive in- 
ducing him thereto, an End which he Pro- 
poſed to be obtain'd by the —_ 

AND this End muſt be Pleaſure or Happi- 
nefs, either to himſelf, or ſome other Perſon, 
of Perſons. | | 

IF our Happinefs was the End which he 
propoſed ſhould be obtain'd by this Duty, 


that could not poflibly conſiſt in our remem- Ml © 


bering of him; becauſe, remembering him, 
is an eſſential Part of the Duty itſelf, and the 
fame thing cannot at once be End and Means, 
as has been obſerv'd. Beſi des, no natural 
Pleaſure is annex ' d to, or reſults from the 
Action of remembering to the Rememberer; 


and the natural Pleaſure which reſults from 
the Action of remembering, reſults to the 4 
Remember d. q d 
Bor if the End for which, to obtain eh. 
which, Chriſt inſtituted this Duty, was his . 
it 


own Pleaſure. 

AnD the particular Pleaſure which he pro- 
poſed to himſelf to obtain, was, that of being 
remember'd, then in this Cafe, _ 

Tu! 
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TE End for which he inſtituted this 
Duty, might be call'd, and be, the Remem- 
biance of himſell. | 

AND the Eſſence of the Receivers Duiy 
conſiſt in remembring Chriſt, | 

AND thus both End and Means might be 
nearly alike expreſs d. 

Ouy Duty, (improperly call'd Dury) would 
be to remember. 

His End, in making this a Duty, to be 
remember'd. 

AND then, TOY it muſt follow, that 090 
ever in a ſerious and religious Senſe of his Rela- 
fim to Chrift, as his Diſciple, performs theſe 
Actions of eating Bread and drinking Wine in 
Remembrance of Chrift, as of a Perſon cor po- 
rally abſent from his Diſciples, muſt perform 
theſe Actions agreeably to the End of the In- 
ſtitution: 

AND acceptably to the Infticutor. 
te Arp to make this Duty at all conſiſt in, 

r depend upon antecedent Diſpoſitions, or 
gehaviour, would be unſuitable to the very 
nd for which this very Duty was inſtituted: 
sit would be a probable Means to leflen 
e Number of thoſe who would otherwiſe 
omply with this Inſtitution, and conſe- 
vently to leſſen that Pleaſure, for which, 

—Þ for 


1 


pro- 


1 
| 
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before Company. 


ſeriouſly and religiouſly, muſt perform them 


> . F 
ceſſary to put, becauſe many Perſons hav. - 


[+] 
for. the Sake of which, this Dur, was inſti. 
tuted. 

Axp I ſhould farther neben 1 
this were the Caſe, if his own Pleaſure could 
have been the End for which Jeſus inſtituted | 
this Duty, that then Infidels, and ſeeret Un- 
believers might acceptably to him join in thi 
Ordinance, as they would appear to pay Re- 
ſpect and Honour to him; juſt as we our- 
ſelves ſhould be pleaſed, when Perſons, whom 
we believe to have very little Regard for 
us in their Hearts, yet appar to Reſpect us 


AND as in this Caſe the Perſans FP ſhall 


perform the Actions of eating Bread and 
drinking Wine in Remembrance of Chriſt, 


0 
on 


ſuitably to the End of the Inſtitution, and 
acceptably to the Inſtitutor; ſo alſo they may 
be entitled to the Rewards the Inſtitutor bas 
to give them, or which it ſhall ſuit his own 
Pleaſure to give them: for the ſame Motine 
which induces any Perſon to inſtitute a Du- 
ty, may be his Motive in rewarding wy 
who ſhall comply with it. 

Now I have ſuppoſed a Caſe, tho' ver 
unwillingly put, (yet which I thought ne 


| miſtake 
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. EL 
miſtaken you in this particular, and under- 
ſtood that you meant by the End For, the 
End which is to be obtain'd by the Duty) 
That He, who left Heaven for the Sake of 
inful Man, inſtituted a Sacrament for his 
own Sake. | eee 

Tuar He, who ſubmitted to a painful 
gnominious Death upon Earth for the Sake 
of others, conſulted his own Glory upon 
Earth. XY 

A Caſe, which cannot be drawn from, or 
dunded on Scripture: for the Scriptures con- 
antly teach, that all that Chriſt did, was 
or the Sake of ſinful Man. 

A Caſe, in which he could neither Act! in 
hbedience to, or Conjuntion with God: for 
od, in all his Diſpenſations with Man, 
nſultes Man's Happineſs. | 
A Caſe, which could only be the true one, 
he was the Founder of a Sect for his own 
lory, but not if he was one-in Counſel, as 
ll as Glory, with God the Father. 

A Caſe, where the very Inſtitution itſelf 
buld be unacceptable to God, and conſe- 
ently cannot be the Caſe which you mean. 
'Wr is evident then, when you ſay, it ap- 
rs from theſe Paſſages, that the End for 


q 8 ch cur Lord inſtituted this Duty, was the 
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* confiſts in the Remembrance of Chriſt. 


Remembrance of himſelf; you do not mean 
to aſſert, that the End which our Lord pro- 
poſed to be obtain d by this Duty, as the | 
Remembrance of himſelf. 

Wr proceed then, 2dly, to ſappaſe, that 
you conſider the Remembrance of Chriſt on- 
ly as a Part of the Duty itſelf; and, chat 


i 


when you aſſert, it appears from theſe Paſſage, 
that the End for which our Lord inſtituted thi 


Duty, was the Remembrance of himſelf”; that 


you only aſſert Chriſt's End or Deſgn with 


Regard to our Practice, was to . remen- Wi. 


ber'd. . 
AnD with this Senſe of your Words will; 
agree the remaining part of your PropoſitiC 


on, and ſeveral of your Expreſſions: Th; 
Bread to be taken and eaten, was appointed tec; 


be the Memorial of his Body broken; the Mui 
to be drank, was ordain'd to be the Memorid ro. 
of his Blood ſhed, &c. | 'Y 

AN Ordinance in which Chriſt is cont 
nually to be remember' d, will not only in ell 


Nature be a Commemoration, but alſo a M: 


morial of him. . 


AGAIN, you ſay, the Eſſence of the Dr 


Turf 
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Tur the Remembrance of Chriſt confeitutet 
the Nature of this Holy Rite . 

PLACING then your Propoſitions and Ar- 
gument in this View, we ſuppoſe you aſſert 
as follows; 

Ir appears from theſe Paſſages, that Chriſt's 
End and Deſign with Regard to our Practice, 
was the Remembrance of himſelf. 

WHOEVER therefore in a ſerious and 
religious Senſe of bis relation to Chriſt, as bis 
Diſciple, performs the Actions of eating Bread 
and drinking Wine in Remembrance of Chriſt, 
a of a Perſon corporally abſent from his Diſci- 
les, moſt certainly performs them agreeably ts 
Chriſt's End and Deſign, declared by Chriſt 
mſelf, and his immediate Diſciples. And 
ceptably to God, &c. 

Now then, I/, we grant, that it appears 
tom theſe Paſſages, that Chriſt deſign'd to 
e remember d; that remembering Chriſt 
an eſſential and neceſſary part of this Duty, 


Win 


10710 


con 
in Mell d receiving the Sacrament; ſo that 
a M Wo vER In @ ſerious and religious Senſe 


bis relation to Chriſt, as his Diſciple, per- 
6 - Di rms the Actions of eating Bread and drink- 
Mine in Remembrance of Chrift, &c. ſhall 


form theſe Actions of eating Bread and 
drink- 


| 
| 
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drinking Wine furtably to this Has Deſign of | 


being remember'd.. 


Bur we deny that he will perform chai | 
acceptably to God, &c. becauſe it does not yet 
appear char this Deſign of being remember'd | 
in theſe Actions, is Chriſt's whole Defign, 
with Regard to our Practice in this Ordi- 
nance, or our whole Duty. 

To receive this Sacrament acceptably fo 


God, and advantageouſly to ourſelves, fo that 
by this Means we may partake of all thoſe 
Privileges or Benefits which are truly and cer- 
tainly annex'd to this Duty, muſt be to at 


| ſuitably to Chriſt's Deſign in all Reſpeds; 


and if he ſhould deſign particular moral 
Qualifications ariſing from antecedent Diſpo- 
fitions or Behaviour in the Receiver of this 
Sacrament, it may be very unſuitable to this 
Deſign for a Perſon who has not thoſe Qua- 
lifications, to ſolemnly profeſs himſelf Chriſt 
Diſciple, and in Fellowſhip with him as bi 
Head; but becauſe Chriſt deſign'd to be te- 
member' d, it does not follow that he did not 
deſign certain moral Qualifications in thoſe 
Perſons who he deſign'd ſhould remember 
him; this Duty will not prove itſelf a Duty, 
excluſive of every thing elſe; on the contra 


ry, Arguments may be drawn from the Na- 
eure 
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ture of the Duty itſelf, to ſhew that he did 


deſign certain moral Qualifications in the 
Receiver of this Sacrament. And this we 
are ſure, that if ſuch a Remembrance of 
Chriſt as you deſcribe, is really neceſſary in 
order to our receiving this Sacrament accept. 
ably to God, &c. that then certain antecedent 
moral Diſpoſitions or Behaviour muſt be re- 
quired as Qualifications in the Receiver of 
| this Sacrament, in order to his receiving it 
acceptably to God, &c. But this is a Point 
which 1s not at preſent before us. 
ALLOWING then, that whoever per forms 
the Actions of eating Bread, and drinking Wine, 
in the Manner and with the Diſpoſitions you 
deſcribe, performs theſe Actions /urtably to 
Chriſt's Deſign of being remember d]; yet it 


acceptably to God, &c. becauſe it does not ap- 

pear that this Remembrance of Chriſt is 

Chriſt's whole Defign, with Regard to our 

practice, or that he does not deſign moral 

Qualifications in the Receiver of this Sacra- 
ent. 

As then this does not yet appear, proceed 
ve to ſee what you farther aſſert concerning 
us part of the Duty, remembering Chriſt, 

order to new ſtate your Argument. 

AND 


does not yet appear that he performs them 
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as we now. underſtand you, Chriſt's Great 
and Pr: imary Deſign, with e 6 to our 


1121 
2 IM we find that you call chis part of the 
Duty, remembering Chriſt, the Great x, the 
Primary + End of the Inſtitution ; that is, 


Practice in this Ordinance. 

Now the Queſtion is, in. what Senſe s 
Remembrance of Chriſt is Chriſt's Great and 
Primary Deſign, with Regard to our Pra- 
ctice. 

Now Great and Primary are e re- 
lative Terms, and expreſs the Relation which 
one thing has to another; and we can only 
properly ſay, a thing is Great or Primary, 
by comparing it with ſomething elſe. 

Ap theſe Words apply d to our Duty, 
to Chriſt's Deſign with Regard to our Pra- 
ctice, (and in what other Senſe they are ap- 
ply'd to the Remembrance of Chriſt, it con- 
cerns not us to conſider) can only fignity, 
that this particular part of the Duty to which 
they are apply'd, is more Chriſt's Deſign, or Wn: 
is a more neceſſary part of the Duty than - ri 
with which it is compared. 

THz next Enquiry then will be, ld 
this Remembrance of Chrift is contpurdl 
with, 
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41 
with, and what will ariſe to the Point we 
are enquiring after, from ſuch Compariſon. 

N ow, whatever it may be compar'd with, 
it is certain you cannot compare it with any 
thing but what is ſuppoſed to be here re- 
quir'd in your Paraphraſe: for you maintain, 
andareendeavouring to prove, that what Chriſt 
here deſigns and requires, is the whole Duty. 


. Werimary Deſign, compared with that which 
s not at all his Deſign. | 

Now then, I obſerve, , that no one 
795 
2 r Primary, compared with another Part of 
e fame Duty, that is, be more neceſſary to be 
performed, if both thoſe Parts are neceſſary, 
order to our receiving this Sacrament ac- 
ptably to God, &c. But you will not your- 
if ſay, that all that Chriſt bids us do in 
hich pur Paraphraſe, is not as neceſſary to be 
n, one, in order to this End, as the remem- 
\ tha Wring of Chriſt; then, remembering Chriſt, 
mot properly be call'd a Great or Primary 

what of this Duty, compared with what is 
aparel uired in this Paraphraſe. 
With %, J obſerve, that according to your 
n Paraphraſe, remembering Chriſt does 

bh not 


uy, 
Pra- 
ap- 
Con- 
nity, 


And you cannot in your Argument make this 
Remembrance of himſelf Chriſt's Great or 


Fart of a Duty can properly be call'd Great 
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membering of Chriſt. 


to be e in your Paraphraſe; mig 


[42] 
not appear a more neceſſary part of the Duty, 
than even the outward Actions; and Chriſt 
is there ſuppoſed to bid us eat in Remembrance | 
of him, to drink Wine for this Purpoſe in Me- 
mory of his Blood ; according then to this Pa- 
raphraſe, theſe Actions are neceſſary Parts of 
the Duty, and as eſſential Parts of it as re- 


I is true, if the Pleaſure of being remem- 
ber'd could poſſibly have been the Motive 
which induced Chriſt to inſtitute this Dur, 
then we might prove a Priori, from this End 
that remembering Chriſt, was more his De 
ſign, or a more neceſſary Part of the Duty 
than any thing elſe required by him: but, a 
the End which Chriſt propoſed ſhould H 
obtain'd by this Duty, could not be the Rl" 
membrance of himſelf; as you do not drai 
this from your Paraphraſe, it does not ata 
appear from it, that remembering is a mo 
neceſſary Part of this Duty, than even 
outward Actions, 

Bur, 2dly, was our remembering Chi 
more his Deſign than any thing elſe ſuppol 


up 


! 
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of 


even the outward Actions be in ſome C 
cumſtances omitted, but remembering ne# 


I do not in the leaſt ſuppoſe is in) 
Thoug 
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Thoughts to maintain) yet performing the 
Action of eating and drinking ſuitably to the 
Great Deſign of Chriſt, (Great, compared 
with what elſe is required in your Paraphraſe) 
would not appear to be performing chem ac- 


ceptably to God, &c. 


re- 
ON the contrary, Arguments may be 
. drawn from this Part of che Duty itſelf, our 
eemembering of Chriſt, for the Neceſſity of 
weg moral Qualifications, which cannot be drawn 
* from ſome other Parts of the Duty, as eating 
my and drinking, | 
” IT is evident then, according to your own 
25 Paraphraſe, remembering Chriſt does not 
: appear a Great or Primary Part of the Duty; 


moral Qualifications. 

BuT you have another Expreſſion, which 
cates to this Part of the Duty, which muſt 
de confidered; and ſpeaking of the Lord's 
upper, you ſay we are required to come to 
t with a Temper and Deſgn ſuitable to the 
. End of its Inſtitution *. 


upp Now ir muſt be obſerv'd, that theſe 
; * erms, Great and Primary, and Only, if all 
* ken in their natural Senſe, and apply'd to 
= is Duty, are incomparible” and Great and 
18 

Chou! G 2 Primary, 


"3 Paſt, 54, 


and if it did, it would not affect the Point of 


. Primary, as has been obſery'd, are relative 


flitution ; that you aſſert, that Chriſt's whole 


in this Ordinance, is, the Remembrance 


pears from theſe Paſſages, that the End fit 
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Terms, and expreſs the Relation which one 
thing has to another; and we can only pro- 
perly ſay, a thing is Great, by comparing it 
with ſomething elſe ; but Only is an abſolute 
Term, and excludes every thing with which | 
it may be compared. 

Wr will then ſuppoſe, that when you al- 
ſert that the Remembrance of Chriſt 1s the 
Great, the Primary, the only End of the In- 


End or Deſign, as it relates to our Practice 


himſelf; that this is the Sum and Eſſence of al 
that Chriſt requires of us; and that the very 
Deſign of this Sacrament, is only a Defign 
that we ſhould ſhew forth the Death of Chriſt. 

In this View then. we will place your Ar- 
gument, and ſuppoſe, when you ſay, It af: 


which our Lord inſtituted this Duty, was t 
Remembrance of himſelf, that you aſſert a 
follows, - ige 
IT appears from theſe Paſſages, thalfeo 
Chriſt's whole End or Deſign with Rega 
to our Practice, as it relates to the Sacrahj 
ment, (or the whole that he requires of vi: 
is the Remembrance of himſelf. = 7 
We: 


[ 45 ] 

Wu OE VER therefore in a ſerious and reli- 
gious Senſe of his Relation to Chriſt as his Diſe 
ciple, performs theſe Actions of eating Bread 
and drinking Wine in Remembrance of Chriſt, 
a; of a Perſon corporally abſent from his Diſci- 
ples, moſt certainly performs them agreeably to 
Chriſt's whole End and Deſign with Regard 
to our Practice, declar d by Chriſt himſelf and 
lis immediate Diſciples. 

AND acceptably to God, &c. 

Now, not to ſtay to confider whether if 
ice I this is what you aſſert, we might not com- 
oy with Chriſt's whole Deſign, if we did not 
Fal Meat and drink at all; we grant that, if all 


it relates to our Practice in this Ordinance, 
s the Remembrance of himſelf; then it 
uſt follow, that whoever performs the Acti- 
ns of eating and drinking ſuitably to this 
beſign, muſt perform them acceptably to 
ad, &c. 

BuT how does it appear fig theſe Paſ- 
ges, that this is Chriſt's whole Defign with 


4 fit 
as the 
ert 8 


| thalWegard to our Practice? Or that antecedent 
cga oral Diſpoſitions or Behaviour are not re- 
SactiWired as Qualifications in the Receiver of 


of vis Sacrament, in order to his receiving it 


rab to God, &c. 


Wuc vou 


that Chriſt requires, if his whole Deſign, as 
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yet to ſay: but moſt certainly it muſt not be 


learnt. 


4 

Vov do not yourſelf ſuppoſe Chriſt or his 
immediate Diſciples declaring, that the Re- | 
membrance of himſelf is his whole Deſign; 
all that he requires; How then does it, how 
can it appear from theſe Paſſages, that this 
is his whole Deſign, or that no more is re- 
quir'd in any other part of Scripture? It 
will not follow, that becauſe Chriſt or his 
Diſciples require no more in theſe Paſſages, 
that therefore no more 1s required 4 in other 
Parts of Scripture. 

CHRIST does not in theſe Paſſages re- 
quire his Diſciples to believe he was /ent by 
God; yet you will allow, that this Belief 1s 
neceflary in order to our receiving this Sacra. 
ment acceptably to God, &c. then, ſo may 
moral Qualifications, for any thing that ap- 
pears in theſe Paſſages to the contrary. 

WHAT may appear upon an Examination 
of other Parts of Scripture, we pretend not 


granted, that Chriſt requires no more ino 
ther Parts of Scripture than he is ſuppoſed U 
require in theſe Paſſages, till all other Patt 
of Scripture are examined, from whend 
Chriſt's Deſign with Regard to this Duty 
called receiving the Sacrament, can | 
3.344 5) 


| 


e 
IT is evident then, if when you ſay, I. 
appears from the Paſſages, &c. you mean, to 
aſſert that Chriſt's whole End or Deſign with 


ö Regard to our Practice in this Ordinance, 
: the whole that he requires, is the Remem- 
5 birance of himſelf ; ; this does not appear from 
þ the Paſſages, even according to your own 


It Paraphraſe, (not to ſay that ſuch an Aſſertion 
would be inconſiſtent with the Paraphraſe 
” WM it{elf,) | 
IT is true, if it could appear from the 
Paſſages, that the End which Chriſt propoſed 
re- ſhould be obtained by this Duty, was the 
vi Remembrance of himſelf; then it would alſo 
f 1s appear from them, that the Eſſence of the 
Duty, or the whole which Chriſt required 
of us, would be remembering him; and 
TW moral Qualifications could not be required, 


becauſe this End would be better anſwered 


without, than with ſuch Qualifications: but 


relates to our Practice in this Ordinance, is 

the Remembrance of himſelf. 
Ir it is ſaid, that antecedent moral Diſpo- 
tions or Behaviour are not neceſlary in or- 
| der 
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this is what you will not yourſelf draw from 
the Paſſages; then it does not yet appear 
from them that Chriſt's whole Deſign, as it 
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[ 48 ] 
der to our obeying this Command of Chriſt; 
that we are capable of eating and drinking 
in Remembrance of Chriſt without moral 


Qualifications; and conſequently there is 


no reaſon. to think he requires ſuch Qualifi- 


cations: 
Ir is anſwer'd, it is very true; the Duty 


ſuppoſed to be required by Chriſt in your 


Paraphraſe is ſo ſhort and eaſy, that a if 


| babitual Sinner, at the very time he is conſi- 


der'd by God as ſuch, has a natural Power 
to perform it, and to fix his Attention du- 


ring the time that he is actually eating the 
Bread and drinking the Wine: as a Perſon 


who believes it a Sin to receive the Sacra- 


ment in the Church of England, has a natu- 
ral Power to receive it in that Church: but 
it will no more follow, that becauſe a 11 
babitual Sinner has a natural Power to per- 
form the Actions of eating Bread and drink- 
ing Wine in the Manner, and with the Diſ- 
poſitions you deſcribe, and to ſolemnly pro- 
feſs Chriſt to be his Maſter, and himfelf to bt 


bis Diſciple and Follower, that he is under bis 


Governance and Influence, and in Fellowſhif 
with him as his Head, &c. that therefore ! 
will do it acceptably fo Gros, &c. than it will 

follow, 


2 
W 


- FW 1 
follow, that becauſe a Perſon who believes 
it a Sin to receive the Sacrament in the 


4 Church of England, has a natural Power to 


do it, that therefore he will receive it occcg. 


} 


. Wl tably to God, &c. 8 

To conclude this Head au 1 
lf when you ſay, it appears from theſe Paſſa- 
ir Wl ge char the End for which our Lord inſtituted 
this Duty was the Remembrance of himſelf, 
i- you mean to aſſert, that the End which 
er ¶ Chriſt propoſed to be obtain'd by the Duty 
u- vas the Remembrance of himſelf; then 
he W The Eſſence of the Duty would conſiſt in 
on I the Remembrance of Chriſt. 
ra- And whoever performs theſe Actions of 
tu- eating and drinking in remembrance of him, 
would perform them ſuitably to that End 
fir which this Duty was inſtituted. 
And acceptably to the Inſtitutor. 
And further, it would be un/uitable to this 


Dil- end to require moral Qualifications in thoſe 
pro- Werſons who were to comply with this Or- 
fo bt 


nance. 


F br But this End, the End which Chriſt pro- 
ſhi? oled ſhould be obtain'd by this Duty, can- 
ot be the Remembrance of himſelf, if the 


acrament is a divine Ordinance. 


- Conſequently this cannot be what you | 
mean to aſſert. | 

But if when you ſay, 17 8 From thoſe i © 
e that the End for which our Lord in- 
flituted this Duty was the Remembrance of A * 
himſelf, this Aſſertion relates only to the“ 
Duty; you muſt aſſert that the Remem- i 9 
brance of Chriſt is the whole Duty, the IM ” 
whole which Chriſt deſigns or requires of C 
the Receiver of this Sacrament ; or it will M D 


not follow, that whoever performs the in 
Actions of cating Bread and drinking Wine W © 
ſuitably to this Deſign of Chriſt's, of being Nef 
remember' d, performs them acceptabiy to 10 
God, &c. But it does not yet appear from J 
the Paſſages that the whole which Chriſt I in 
requires or deſigns is the remembrance of / 

NIN 


himſelf ; conſequently it does not appear, 
that whoever performs the Actions of eating Lo! 
Bread and drinking Wine ſuirably to Chriſt's Pa.. 
Deſign of being remember'd, performs them 7 
acceptably to God, Sc. or, it does not yet ap- nd 
pear that antecedent moral Diſpoſitions 0! 
Behaviour are not required as Qualifications V 
in the Receiver of this Sacrament 1 in order to 17 
this End. | dap. 
And now having ſeen, that allowing ov! 
Saviour s Expreſſions concerning the Duty, 
right 


1511 TI 

rightly paraphras'd (which I muſt ever re- 
mind the Reader I by no means do; on the 
contrary , I bold it impoſiible for the Senſe 
you give to our Saviour's Words to be the 


Senſe of our Saviour) yet that it does not yet 


appear, that whoever ſhall per form the Actions 
of eating Bread and drinking Wine in remem- 
brance of Chriſt, &c. ſhall perform them ac- 
ceptably to God, &c. or that antecedent moral 
Diſpoſitions or Behaviour are not neceſſary 
in order to this End. Proceed we next to 
examine your Paraphraſe upon that Paſſage 
of St. Paul, 1 Cor. xi. 20, —34. paſſing by 
Cor. x. 16, —2 1. as not to the preſent Point; 


yourſelf telling us, that the Apoſtles Deſign 


in this Argument is to incite the Corinthians * 


to flee from Tdolatry ; and to ſpeak of the Sig- 


nifcancy of that Rite (the Sacrament, or 
Lord's Supper) as an Act of religious Honour 
paid by Chriſtians to their Maſter . 


The firſt Verſes which you paraphraſe, 
and your Paraphraſe upon them, follow. 


Ver. 20. When ye come together therefore 
into one Place, this is not to eat the Lord's 


Supper, 
H 2 


T Pag. 44. 


Ver. 21. 


'E Pag. 40. 
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Ver. 21. For in eating every one taketh be. a 
fore other his own Supper ; and one is hungry}, 
and the other drunken. 

Ver. 22. What, have ye not Houſes to ealſl ve 
and to drink in, or deſpiſe ye the Church A 
God, and ſhame them that have none? Ma 
ſhall I ſay to you? ſhall J praiſe you in this fi 
T praiſe you not. You ſay, 7 

The two firſt of thoſe Verſes fet forth WW We 
Crime of the Corinthians, in this manner ir 
Ver. 20. When therefore you come together hou 
profe ing to eat and drink in remembrance n 
your Maſter, and at the ſame time behave gouf. 
ſelves indecently, as I have been inform'd f 
do; this I tell you plainly, is not to cat the Lori iu 
Supper as it ought t be eaten, according to an 
Dejign of the Inſtitution. Ver. 21. For, as Wile 
hear, many of you behave yourſelves rather Wet 
Perſons eating your own Supper, to ſatisfy, aun 
even indulge your own Appetites ; thoje of / 
who are able to provide plentifully for themfelveW1: 
eating at that Feaſt, to which they join iin 
Lord's, without waiting for their poor Breco 
thren, and not like Perſons meeting to partalſ bis i 
of à common Feaſt ; and thus, in the moi indir. 2 
cent manner, the Poor in this Aſſembly is bunſicd 
£73, W7thout bel fattsfy'd ; whilſt anotherere 7 


e 


In) 


; who can ſupply himſelf plentifully, feaſts prmſelf” 


beyond the due Bounds. 

For this Crime he reproves them ſeverely, 
ver. 22. thus: Have ye not Houſes of your own 
r your ordinary eating and drinking? Or 
al bave you no Senſe, that theſe Aſſemblies of Chri- 
ians come together for the religious Purpoſe of 
ating and drinking in remembrance of their 
after, and that the Place where they meet 
V this good End is not the proper Place for 
„gur ordinary Meals, much leſs for your Exceſſes 


50 


: drinking ? Do ye thus deſpiſe. the Church of 


uod, the Aſſemblies of Chriftians, and the Place 
n at this time profeſs to meet in for religious, 
Ind not for common Purpoſes, and thus put to 
ame thoſe of your poor Brethren who are not 


1s e to make Provi ſion for themſelves, by ſuch a 


r Wchaviour as ſeems to inſult their Poverty and 
anWHunger in ſuch publick Meetings? Can I praiſe 
wm for this? Far from it; on the contrary, I 
endemn you, as acting inconfiſtently with the 
thi 171na! Inſtitution of this holy Rite; a true 
Bre fccount of which I will now lay before you. 
tal #15 is contain'd in the three following Venſes, 
dez. 23, 24, 25, which I bave already pro- 
hun-c'd and explain'd, pag. 10, &c. the Apoſtle 
therſere argues from the Inſtitution. Ver. 26. 
auler as often as ye eat of this Bread and —_ 
0 
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5 of this Cup, ye do ſhew the Lord's Death till by 
= come : that is, from the Inſtitution itſelf it u. 
lain that the Deſgn of your meeting to eat this 
Bread and drink this Wine ( for upon this the } 
Streſs is laid) is very unlike to that of your 
meeting to eat and drink Bread and Wine in a? 
common way; and is no other than the ſerioullÞ ; 
Purpoſe of ſhewing forth or keeping up the Re. }, 
membrance of the Death of Chriſt in this par. 1 
ticular manner till he ſhall return in Gum 75 
After this he goes on, Ver. 27. Wherefar ij, 
 zohoſoever ſhall eat this Bread and drink thi; 
Cup of the Lord unworthily, ſhall be guilty i d. 
the Body and Blood of the Lord. 2 
28. But let a Man examine himſelf, and ji 7 
let him eat of that Bread and drink of that 2 
Ca. | | met 
29. For he that eateth and drinketh unuor 7e, 
thily, eateth and drinketh Damnation to bin Nui 
felf, not diſcerning the Lord's Body. Cui 
30. For this Cauſe many are weak and fia bi 
among you, and many ſleep. Word - 
31. For if we would judge ne wv) th 
ſhould not be judged. V. 
32. But when we are judg'd we are chef * iff 
ed of the Lord, that we ſhould not be condemeny Mine 
with the N. orld, „ 
| 33. WW ber, Hes 


f 55 1 


L 33. W berefore, my Brethren, when ye come 


: together to eat, tarry one for another. 

i 34. And if any Man hunger, let him eat at 
e home. _ 6; | 

Ver. 27. From the Nature and End of the 
Inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, (here ſet forth) 
it follows, that every one who comes to this Ta- 
le of the Lord, and inſtead of behaving himſelf 
vorthily, that is, ſuitable to the good End of 
bis Holy Rite; and inſtead of a ſerious per- 
formance of the Actions of eating and drinking 
in Remembrance of Cbriſt his Maſter, eats and 


to the Defign of this Inſtitution; behaving him- 
elf as at a common Meal, or, as if this was 
only the Continuation of a foregoing Entertain- 
ment, and even without obſerving the Rules of 
Temperance; every ſuch profeſs d Chriſtian is 
zuilty of a very high Offence and Indignity a- 
gainſt the very Body and Blood of Chriſt, of 
which this Bread and this Wine are Memorials; 
and which he pretends and profeſſes to remember, 
0 this eating and drinking. 
Ver. 28. On the contrary, inſtead of this un- 
briſtian Behaviour, let every one of you exa- 
Pine himſelf, enter into, and try himſelf, 
by conſidering the Original Inſtitution of this 
gente; and by that Examination, let him be led 
2 te 


drinks unworthily, or in a manner unſuitable 


fo perform theſe Actions er eating and drinking, 
So, that is, in ſuch a manner as is plainly inp 
ly d in the Notion of the Inſtitution itſelf. - 
Ver. 29. I ſay, let a Man try and approve 
himſelf, and perform this Part of has religiou 
Duty ſuitably to the Defign of it, the Remem- 
brance of Chriſt; becauſe great will be his Of- 
fence if he wilfully performs it in a contraty 
Way; or, in a manner plainly unworthy of tht 
Inſtitution. For, be that eateth and drinketh, 
as ſome of you have done, unworthily, that i, 
unſuitably to that Deji gn, and in a manner ul. 
terly inconſiſtent with it; not diſcerning th" 
Lord's Body, that is, not confidering this Bread 
as the Memorial of his Body; not making ſuf ” 
cient Difference between this Bread eaten at th 
Lord's Supper, in Memory of him, and a con. 
mon Meal, even intemperately taken: He thil 
eats thus, eats and drinks Damnation, CGondem 
nation or Judgment to himſelf, whilft he pri 
feſſes and pretends to meet his Fellow Chriſt 
at the Lord's Table, and at the ſame time 00 
haves himſelf” as at no other than a commil 
Meal; nay, even with Intemperance and Ind 
cency : and by this lays himſelf juſtly open to tf 
Dijpleaſure of Almighty 'God. Ver. go. 4 
you may in Part ſee from the Efjefts of this In 
temperance, and the Tokens of God's Di 


. 


5 
2 


ſure now among Pt you. Ki you have impair 4 
the Health of your Bodies, Sickneſs, and even 
Death are come amongſt you by the r1ghteons 
Providence of God. Ver. 31. For this is the. 
Rule in fuch Caſes. If aue would call ourſebves 
to account, and judge, aud condemn what 1s 


t; we ſhould not then be condemn'd or puniſh'd 
by God. And when we ſee ſuch Afittions 
among jt us, ve onght, before it be too late, to 
nder them as Chaſtiſements from the Hand 
„0d, in order to our Amendment; and de- 
mn at for this good End, that we ſhould not fr 
/ be condemn'd with he wicked Part of the 
iff Vorld. . 

Ver. 3 3. Upon theſe Accounts, my Brethren, 
hen you meet together profeſſedly to eat at tht 


ait with Patience for one another, till a good 
mber be aſſembled; and then perform this Re- 


Brethren, equally related to Chriſt, and en- 
led to his Faucur, and not di fringuiſh'd from 
another in this Religions Action, by any out- 
ard Circumſtances, of Riches, or Poverty, 
enty, or Want, Ver. 34. But if any of you 
2. poſe to eat upon another account, to ſatisfy 
jp : r bodily Appetites, _ the cravings of Hun- 


ger, 


Evil in ourſelves, ſo effeftually, as to forfake 


ods Table, in Remembrance of your Maſter, 


pious Rite 20ith all Decency, as a joint Body | 
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worthily and unworthily, and in which yo 


E 
ger, this is not the Place for it, where you afs 
ſemble in a Body, for a Religious Purpoſe : but 
the proper Place to ſatisfy any Perſon's Hunger 
in, is his own private Houſe, where he may do 
it without Diſorder, Indecency, or Shame to any 
of his poor and hungry Brethren. 

Now, before I examine your Paraphraſe | 


and Reaſonings upon it, it is proper to ſhewW 


the Reader the difterent Senſes in which theſe 


Words, worthily and unworthuly ſeem by you 
to be uſed. 


7 
t 
| ( 
TE Apoſtle ſays, whoever ſhall eat of thi" 
Bread, and drink of this Cup of the Lord ne 
worthily, [hell be guilty, &c. - 

Now here is a Crime manifeſtly included: 
in this Word unworthily, as appears by tit 
Conſequence, ball be guilty, &c. mi 

T x1s Crime, according to you, is eatiq the 
and drinking indecently, as at a common Meat Ee 
A contrary Behaviour, that is, a ſeriou not 
and religious Behaviour, you call behavn Cri 
Wort hily. £101 


Bur there is another Senſe of theſe Word * 
jon 


Cri 
With 
this 


alſo uſe them; and, that is, acceptably a 

unacceptably | to God, Tc. 
Now in the laſt Senſe of the Word, 1 
worthily, there is a Crime, antecedently ſi 
I pos 
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pos d, but not ed and if we eat and 
drink unacceptably to God, it is a Crime that 
muſt make us do this. 

Now then, whoever behaves indecently, 
as at a common Meal, not only commits the 
Crime, which you call eating and drinking 
unvorthily, but he likewiſe eats and drinks 
unworthily in the other Senſe of the Word, 
that is, unacceptably to God, &c. and his 
Crime of eating and drinking unworthily, 
makes him eat and drink unacceptably to God, 
Sc. as all Crimes will make him do. 
Bur tho' whoever eats and drinks un- 
worthily in the. firſt Senſe of the Word, 
that is, indecently, as at a common Meal, &c. 
muſt eat and drink anworthily alſo in the o- 
ther Senſe of it, that is, unacceptably to God, 
e c. Vet it muſt be remember'd that it will 
ion not at all follow, that whoever avoids that 
Crime, and eats and drinks /er:oufly and reli- 
7/0uſly, eats and drinks acceptably to God, &c. 
And before we can juſtly make this Conclu- 


Crime which we are capable of committing, 
with Regard to this Ordinance, To apply 
this to the preſent Caſe. 


y 1 2 You 


* 
r 
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hon, it muſt be proved, that this is the only 
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Vov ſuppoſe the Apoſtle thus ſpeaking to If. 
the Corinthians . It follows, that eveny onelp 
who comes to the Table of the Lord, and inſtead In- 
of behaving himſelf worthily, that is, ſuitably 
to the good End of this Holy Rite, and inſteai ip 
of a ſerious Per formance of the Actions of eat. 
ing and drinking in Remembrance of Chrif bis Were! 
Maſter, eats and drinks unworthily, or in q 
manner unſuitable to the Deſign of this In 
flitution; behaving himſelf as at a commu: 
Meal, or as if this were only the Continuatia 
of a foregoing Entertainment, and without even 
obſerving the Rules of Temperance ; every ſuch 
Chriſtian is guilty of a very high Offence anl 
Indignity againſt the very Body and Bow 
Chriſt, &c. 
N ow then it is evident, the Perſon ok 
eats and drinks in the manner here deſcribed 
eats and drinks unworthily in both Senſes o 
this Word; he commits the Crime, call 
eating and drinking unworthily ; the Conſe: 
quence of which is, he eats and drinks una. itir 
ceptably to God, &c. 
Bur it does not at all follow, that ” hs 
avoids this Crime, and behaves decently, jers 
ouſly and religiouſly, that therefore he receive 
this Sacrament acceptably to God, &c. Ana N 
ky Pag. 63. 


r 
nr 
5 - 1 


0 "a this can be concluded, it muſt be firſt 
T proved, as has been obſerved, that there is 
no other Crime in receiving this Sacrament, 
lyMbcſides that which is here ſuppoſed to be 
10 ſpoken 8 | 


Let it then in this Argument be candida 
remember'd, that whoever eats and drinks at 


ommon Meal, &c. muſt eat and drink anwor- 
lily in both theſe Senſes of the Word anwor- 
by; but, that he who behaves at this Table 


at and drink wworth:ily, only in one Senſe of 
he Word wortbily. 

Axp now having ſhewn the different Senſes 
which you ſeem to uſe theſe Words wor- 
ly and unworthily, we proceed to your Pa- 
phraſe and Arguments upon it. 

AnD, I/, allowing your Paraphraſe; and 


ting and drinking; that this Crime he calls 

ting and drinking unworthily. | 

fk THAT a contrary Behaviour, eating and 

ſer inking ſeriouſly and religiouſly, he calls be- 

deivehv ing worth1ly ; ; I fay, allowing this, Vet 

d bew does it appear, that whoever ſhall avoid 
fore 


cently, 


he Table of the Lord indecently, and as at a 


= 590g 
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f the Lord feriouſly and religiouſly, may 


Wt the Crime for which St. Paul reproves 
e Corinthians, is an indecent manner of 


ls Crime, and behave worthily, that is, de- 


[ 62 ] 
cently, ſeriouſly and religiouſly, ſhall perform 
this Duty worthily in this other Senſe of the 
Word, that is, acceptably to God, &c. or, that 
there is no Crime and Danger, but that for 
which St. Paul is here in 93155 to reproꝶ 
theſe Corinthians? 

THAT the manner of eating and drinking, 
which St. Paul is here ſuppoſed to condemr 
in theſe Corinthians, will make us recein 
this Sacrament unacceptably to God, &c. we 
grant: that a ſerious and religious Behaviourd 
the Time of eating and drinking is neceſſiſ 
in order to our eating and drinking acceptatl 
fo him, we acknowledge. But how does! 
appear that there is no Crime or Danger bi 
that which St. Paul is here ſuppoſed to ſpell 
of; or that whoever ſhall perform theſe A 
ons of cating Bread and drinking Wine ink 
membrance of Chriſt, ſeriouſly and religiouf 


ſhall perform them acceptably to God, Cc! 92 
As this does not yet appear from your f Be 
räphraſe, proceed we to examine thoſe P to 
poſiric 15 which you yourſelt draw from i G; 


for 7 ſe of Chriſtians in theſe later Age 
the Goſpel. * ug 
Prop. 12. The Examination here mentin 


. by St. Paul, as regarding the Lord, is ſtril 
ſpean 


Pag. 71. 


© Li6g9J7 
ſpeaking, a Chriſtians Examination of his own 
Heart and. Diſpofition by the I. nſtitution of this 
Holy Rite, in order to aſſure himſelf that be 
comes to the Lord's S upper, and will behave 
himſelf at it, not as a common Meal, or an or- 
dinary eating and drinking, but as a particu- 
lar Rite appointed by Chriſt, viz. That be comes 
to it, in order to eat this Bread, and drink this 
Wine, in a ſerious and religious Remembrance 
bim, and of bis Death. | 

Now we will ſuppoſe a very hard thing 
to ſuppoſe, and that is, that this was really 
the Examination which St. Paul recommen- 
ded to the Corinthians after their ſinful inde- 
cent Behaviour at the Time of their receiving 
this Sacrament, in order to ſecure a better 
Behaviour. for the future; yet it will nor 
hence follow, that this indecent ſinful Beha- 
viour at the Time of the Celebration, is the 
only Crime which we can commit, with Re- 
card to this Ordinance ; or that a contrary 
Behaviour is all that is required in order 
to our performing this Duty acceptabl yu 
Cod, &c. 

iT proves that this Behaviour. will make 
us receive unacceptably to him: but it cannot 
polſibly prove that nothing elſe will do the 
fame; no more than if the Apoſtle ſhould ar. 


any 


any other time direct v us Hol to avoid a 59 
ful indecent Action; this would prove that 
all Sin was confin'd to that Action. 

PROCEED ve then to the next Propofi- 

tion, to ſee what ariſes from thence, vi 
regard to this Point which is to be proved. 
Prop. 13. The Duty of Preparation for the 
holy Communion being entirely founded on theſe 
few Words of St. Paul, Let a Man examine 
himſelf; it is evident from the foregoing Propo- 
fition, that the Preparation imply d in theſe 
Words, as neceſſary and ſufficient, is ſuch 4 
Confideration of the Inſtitution itſelf, as may 
ſatisfy and aſſure us that we come to the Lord's 
Supper, as his fincere Diſciples, reſolved to eat 
and drink in a religious Remembrance of him; 
or with Di/pofit tions and a Behaviour worth 
of, that is, ſuitable to the Defign of this Hoh 
Rite. 

Now in this very Propoſition you entirely 
beg the Point which is to be proved; and 
from which, if your Paraphraſe, and laſt Pro- 
poſition be allow'd, it will follow, that an 
tecedent moral Diſpoſitions or Behaviour wil 
not be neceſſary in order to our receiving thi 
Sacrament acceptably to God, &c. 

AnD, iF the Duty of Preparation for tht 
holy Communion, is entirely founded upon thi) 


„ 
few Words of St. Paul to the Corinthians, Let 
a Man examine himſelf; and if all the Prepa- 
ration which St, Paul recommends to theſe 
. Corinthians, is an Examination of their own 
Hearts and Diſpoſitions by the Inſtitution of this 
Holy Rite, in order to aſſure themſelves they 
will go to the Lord's Supper, and behave at it, 
not as a common Meal, or ordinary eating and 
drinking, but as a particular Rite appointed by 
Chriſt ; then it muſt follow, that this Prepa- 
ation which St. Paul is here ſuppoſed to re- 
4 Wcommend, is all that is neceſſary and ſuf - 
10) ent, in order to our receiving the bleſſed 
0; ecrament acceptably to God, &Koe. 
eat BuT you have not yet proved, non does 
im any way appear, that the Duty of Prepara- 
im for this holy Communion is entirely founded 
pon theſe few Words of St. Paul; Let a; Man 
amine himſelf. Conſequently it cannot 
irely low, that the Preparation which; St. Paul 
and ſoppoſed to recommend, is all that is ne- 
Pro ſary, in order to our receiving the bleſſed 
t alWcrament acceptably to God, &c. and the 
r wil eparation of moral Qualifications may be. 
g thi ceffary in order to this End, for any thing 
at has hitherto appear'd to the contrary. 
BuT farther ; ſo far are you from having 


oved that the Duty of Preparation for this 
K Cf 


or thi 
n the 
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| holy Communion is entirely founded upon 
N theſe few Words of St. Paul, Let a Man ex- | 
; amine himſelf; that even the very Preparati- 
* on you recommend, is not, according to 
il you, founded upon theſe Words; but upon 
the Nature of the Inſtitution: and you tell 
Us, | 5 | 

1 THaArT the Corinthians deviated in their 

| Practice from the Inſtitution of Chriſt *. 

h Tur the Leſſons St. Paul gave them up- 
on this Occaſion of their Deviating, he 5 | 
From the Inſtitution f. | 
=o. Ir then the Corinthians deviated from the 
1 Inſtitution; and the Leſſons which St. PaulW : 
gave them upon this Occaſion of their devia- » 


ting, to prevent future Deviation, he drew 
from the Inſtitution; it is plain, according V 
to you, the Duty of Preparation for this holy 
Communion, the Duty of doing that which tic 
| will be a Means to prevent future Deviati- 
ons, is not at all founded upon theſe few {+ 


Words of St. Paul, Let a Man examine hin dr. 

; ſelf, but upon the Nature of the Inftitution{ffr' 

| | jitſelf. 50 

5 AND further, it follows, if the Prepar this 

= tion which St. Paul recommended to thelc 

[1 Corinthians, to prevent future Deviation 1 
| wa (a 


N Pag. 72. £13 t. 


e 


was neceſſary for this purpoſe, it was what 


they might themſelves have drawn from the 
Inſtitution; and they could not have been 
puniſh d for their Deviations, if it had not 
been in their Power to draw from the In/t:- 
tution that which was neceſſary to prevent 
theſe Deviations. f 

IT is evident then, ſo fin are you from 


| having proved that the Duty of Preparation 


for this holy Communion is entirely founded up- 
on theſe few Words of St. Paul, Let a Man ex- 
amine himſelf, that even the very Preparati- 
on St. Paul is ſuppoſed by you to recom- 
mend to theſe Corinthians, in order to pre- 
vent their Deviations from the Inſtitution, is 
not according to you founded upon the 
Words of St. Paul. 

PROCEED we then to your next Propoſi- 
tion. 

Prop. 14. IT is evident from the Paſſage be- 
fore us, that the whole Aﬀair of eating and 
drinking unworthily in St. Paul's Senſe, is con- 
fin'd to the Frame of our Minds and our Beha- 


wour at the very time of our Performance of 


this religious Duty. 
Now, before I proceed to examine the 


Proof of this Pro polition, J muſt obſerve, 
chat this Word 3 is uſed in this Pro- 


K 2 N poſition 
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eating and drinking indecently, as at a common 


drinking, which is what you could nor pof: 


ſelf *. 


[ 68 ] 
poſition for unacceptably to God; or otherwiſe, 
if you were to mean by it, eating and drink. if 


ing ndecently, as at a common Meal, &c. you 
would only aſſert, that the whole Afﬀair of 
Meal, is conſind to the time of eating and 
ſibly do.. f 
Nov then, when you ſay it is evident fron" 
the Paſſage before us, that the whole Affair if 
eating and drinking unworthily in St. Paul's: 
Senſe, &c. is confin'd to the Frame of our: 


Mind, &c. I apprehend that you aſſert, either, 


THarT all unworthy, all unacceptable eat. U 
ing and drinking whatſoever is confin'd to 
the Frame of our Minds at the very time, Kc 
or all that unworthy, unacceptable eating and 
drinking, with which St. Paul concerns him: 


Nov if you were to mean the firſt, which 
it is certain by what follows, you do not 
you would only beg the thing which is 10 
be proved. | $5 WH 

Ir you mean the ſecond, then it remain 
yet to be proved, that this unworthy, this un 
acceptable eating and drinking, with whicl 
alone St. Paul concerns himſelf, is all ynwortty 


al 
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e, all unacceptable eating and drinking whatſo- 
ever. e , 


WHAT you really prove, we come now to 
ſee. You ſay, 

* Hap not ſome among ſt /beCorinthians been 
ruilty of . great and criminal Indecency, at the 
ery time of the Celebration, we had net heard 
f the Crime and Danger of eating and drink- 


Th unworthily. 


Ax p now we do read of it in Se. Paul, we 


als Me: if plarnly to be their eating this Bread and 
purer drinking this Cup with a Behaviour and 
er, / oſtions utterly unſuitable to the End of the 
Inſtitution, which was the ſerious and religious 
Remembrance of Chriſt, &c. 

You. would now, I apprehend, draw an 
\rzument from our having never heard or 
rad of the Crime and Danger of eating and 
inking unworthily ; (here you ſeem to uſe 
he Expreſſion anuortbily in both Senſes) to 
notF'ove, that this Crime, eating and drinking, 
's to at 2 common Meal, is the only Crime we 
Fe capable of committing, with __— to 
nainÞis Ordinance. 

5 n BUT now, allowing that we had never 
rhich-rd or read of any Crime or Danger of eat- 


thy ſs and drinking unworthily, had it not been 
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\ 


this we do read of in St. Paul, is the only one 
we are capable of committing, with regard 


tbians, have been a Crime in us if St. Pa 


or reading of any other Crime, cannot poll 


ther View, and ſuppoſe, that when you ; e a 


5 8 
for this Occaſion of the ill Behaviour of ſome 
of the Corinthians; How will it follow, that 


to this Duty? 
I aſk, would this Behaviour which St, Pail 
is ſuppoſed here to condemn in theſe Cori 


had never wrote? Doubtleſs you will ſay, i 
would have been one. Then our not hearin 


bly be Evidence, that there is no other bi 
that which St. Paul is here age to ſpe 
of. 

AGAIN, wud theſe Gee ever heat 
or read of the Crime which they committe 


before they committed it? It is probable thing 
had not. Yet their Behaviour was a Crim ' 
or they would not have ſuffer'd for it; thre 
may we alſo ſuffer for Crimes that we hayſWhis 
never heard or read of, 1 rh 

TuISs Argument would only conclude, I. 


eee that nothing can be a Crimdes 


which we do not firſt hear or read is onpch 
which yet is what you yourſelf will by o 
means ſuppoſe. Wal 

We muſt then put your Argument i in aud 


4711 


guilty of great and criminal I. naecencies at the 
very time of the Celebration, we had not heard 
of the Crime and Danger of eating and drink- 
ing unworthily ; and now we do read of it in 
St. Paul, We ſee it plainly to be their eating 
this Bread and drinking this Cup with a Beha- 
viour and Diſpoſitions utterly unſuitable to the 
End of the Inſtitution, which was the ſerious 
and religious Remembrance of Chriſt, &c. that 
your Argument ſtands thus: 

WE have no Evidence beſides theſeWords 
of St. Paul, that there is ſuch a Caſe as eat- 
ing and drinking unworthily, OE fo 
dead, &c. 
ine st. Paul ſpeaks only of the manner of eat- 
the hng and drinking. 
rim THEREFORE this is the only Crime we 
re capable of committing, with regard to 


> hayWhis Ordinance: for that cannot be a Crime 


rhich we have no Evidence is ſuch. 


ch a Caſe as eating and drinking unuorthi- 
or unacceptably to God, & c. And St. Paul 


eaks only of the manner of eating 


in aud drinking; ; this is the only Crime which 


ou e are capable of committing, with regard 
3 to 


Had not ſome among ft the Corinthians NES 


Ir is very true, if we have noEvidence be- 


des theſe Words of St. Paul, that there is 


Fact: for they both ſinn'd and ſuffer'd befor 


to this Oriliriance 30 fog chat cannot poſſibly 


be a Crime which we have not Evade | 


| 
| 


is ſuch. 
Bor this is deins the very ching whic 


is to be proved. 


AND then it will alſo follow, that i 
St. Paul had never wrote, we had never. been 
capable of receiving this Sacrament unwor- 


thily; no, not if we had behaved as theſe 


Corinthians did at the very time of the: Cele- 
bration: which yet is what you will no 
yourſelf ſuppoſe. 

NEITHER does it appear that thay Co. 
rinthians could receive  unworthily before 
St. Paul wrote; the contrary of which 1 


that time. 

In what Senſe then can we poflibly un: 
derſtand theſe Words, Had not ſome among 
the Corinthians been guilty of great and crini 
nal Indecencies at the very time of the Celebri 
tion, &c. to make them prove that the Crim 
of cating and drinking Indecently, as at 
common Meal, is the only one which we 
capable of committing, with regard to thi 
Ordinance? ' 

LET us view the Cale as you would you 
ſelf pur it. | 


Ob 


Our Saviour inſtituted a Duty. a 
The Corinthians deviated in their Practice 
from the Inſtitution, and eat and drank as if 


and „ful manner. 

St. Paul upon this Occaſion reproves them, 
nd tells them, what they already did know, 
r might have known; that is, how to be- 
ave themſelves when they meet together to 
erform this religious Duty; and withal he 
irects them to an antecedent Examination 

themſelves, in order to prevent falling in- 
dhe like Crime for the future. 


en 
Us 


fore 
hi 
fore 


er avoids this Crime ſhall receive this Sa- 
ament acceptably to God? or that there is no 
ime or Danger in receiving this Sacrament 
t that which St. Paul here is ſuppoſed to 
ak of? . | / 
St. Paul's reproving the Corinthians for this 
lecent Behaviour, would prove this Beha- 
ur a Crime, if we wanted other Evidence 
tit was ſuch: but it cannot poſſibly prove 
t this is the only Crime which we are ca- 
le of committing with regard to this Or- 
ance, 

t. Paul was ſilent with regard to this 
me which the Corinthians tell into, till 
L ſome 


un- 
ng 


rim 
lebrd 
Ori 
at 
we a 
to thi 


1 you 


Ov 


t had been a common Meal, in a very indecent 


But now, how does it follow, that who- 


SEO I 


. we had not heard of the Crime and Danger 


to us that there was no Crime and Dange 


, mil 
ſome of them were dead; then his Silence 
cannot poſſibly be Evidence that there is ng 
other Crime or Danger in receiving this Sa. 
crament, but that which he is here upp 
to ſpeak of. 

Further, according to you it was accide 
tal that he ever ſpoke of this Crime or Dan 
ger: for you ſay, Had not ſome among ft th 
Corinthians been guilty of great and criming 
Indecencies at the very Time of the Celebratinf 


eating and drinking unworthily, &c. 

Now then, if it was accidental that St.Py 
ever ſpoke of this Crime and Danger, hiss 
lence cannot be Evidence that there is1 
other Crime and Danger but that which! 
is here ſuppoſed to ſpeak of. 

Again, if St. Paul had been always fil: 
with regard to this particular Crime a 
Danger which he is here ſuppoſed to ſpt 
of, his Silence would not have been Evidel 


receiving this Sacrament ; then his Sile 
with regard to any other Crime and Dan 
cannot poſſibly be any Evidence that then 
no other. 

This is ſaid upon preſumption that St. 
was ſilent with regard to all other Cri 


CE 
but that for which he here particularly re- 
proves theſe Corinthians. But * if this Say- 


Ice 


ng of St. Paul's, The reſt will J ſet in order 


Diſcourſe, relates to the bleſſed Sacrament» 
s it is moſt reaſonable to think it does, then 


I $a Crime and Danger in receiving the bleſ- 
ati Sacrament, which he does not at that 
ge ime particularly ſpeak of. 

If this ſhould ſeem a proper Occaſion 
p St. Paul to ſpeak of another Crime, if 
bis gere had been any other, which we had 
ien capable of committing with regard to 
ich is Ordinance; it muſt be anſwer d, that we 


nnot always judge of the moſt proper Oc- 


7s {ile 
Ne 4% 
0 ſpe 
viddel 
ange 
] Sile 
| Dail 
t then 


oſt certainly theſe Corinthians ſeem'd to 
we great occaſion for this Advice given 


tſtill we muſt conclude that he gave it to 
em at the moſt proper Time that it could 
given them. | | 


oved, that eating and drinking indecently, 
at a common Meal, 1s the only Crime that 


St.! 
5 L 2 | we 


- Cri 
1 Cor. xi. laſt Verſe, 


„hen I come, with which he concludes this 


e have the Teſtimony of St. Paul that there 


ions to deliver Truths to Mankind; and 


em by the Apoſtle before he gave it them; 


It is evident then that you have not yet 


oo en ornnibadheos,.: 1 


1 
A 
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we are capable of committing with regard to 
this Duty call'd receiving the Sacrament. | 
Prop. 15. Whoever® therefore eats this Bread 
and drinks this Mine with a ſerious and chrifti- i 
an Frame of Mind, and a Behaviour ſuitable | 
to the Defign of the Inſtitution, partaking of it 
as a fincere Diſciple of Chriſt, under the Sen Ho 
of his own ſtrict Obligations as ſuch, remembring 
his Body broken, and Blood ſhed at the ſane 
time, and doing the whole in remembrance i 
Chriſt, as his Lord and Maſter, certainly cas. 
not poſſibly be ſaid to eat and drink unworthih, 
or, as far as this particular religious Action i 
concern d, to behave himſelf unſuitably to it, a 
bis own Character as a Chriſtian. 

He certainly who with a ſerious and chr 
ſtian Frame of Mind eats this Bread and 
drinks this Wine, does at the very time 0 
eating the Bread and drinking the Wine be. 
have ſuitably to the Character of a Chriſtian 
for this Behaviour is one Part of the Chara: 
cter of a Chriſtian, But if antecedent mom 
Diſpoſitions or Behaviour ſhould be requir'd 
as Qualifications in the Receiver of this $a 
crament, in order to his receiving it accef 
tably to God, Sc. Then tho' he does at the 
time of receiving this Sacrament behave wit 
a ſeriou 


> 
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| 


„ forious and chriſtian Frame of Mind, yet 


he will not receive this Sacrament acceptas 


4% 79 God, &c. for want of ſuch Qualifica- 


fo tions. 


But you have not yet proved, that ſuch 
Qualifications are not neceſſary in order to 


Jour receiving this Sacrament acceptably to 
God, &c. conſequently it does not yet appear, 
that whoever ſhall receive this Sacrament 
with the Diſpoſitions, and in the Manner you 
* ſhall receive it acceptably to God, Sc. 


the Words of St. Paul, becauſe be only can, 
in the Apoſtle's Senſe, be ſaid to eat and drink 
urworthily, who without confidering the Duty 


1the Remembrance of his Lord and Maſter, for 
hich only it was commanded; eats this Bread 
drinks this Wine, either with no Thought 


one degree of doing it unſuitably to the Na- 
we of the Thing) or (which is worſe) with 
mughts and Behaviour utterly inconſiſtent 
9 ith the Deſign of this holy Rite, or with a 
tu iſtian's Duty at any time. 


wy page 79. | EY 
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0 Prop. 16. He * only ought to be affrighted 


? profeſſes to per form; without a ſeriousRegard. 


it all of the End of this Inſtitution, (which 


[ 78 ] 
Allowing that the Crime for which St. 
Paul reproves the Corinthians, is an indecent 
manner of eating and drinking; that this i; 
what he tells them is eating and drinking 
unworthily ; yet it does not at all follow, that 
none need be affrighted at the Words of $t, 
Paul, but thoſe who eat and drink in a ſin- 
ful indecent manner. And if certain antece- 
dent moral Diſpoſitions or Behaviour ſhould 
be required as Qualifications in the Recei. 
ver of this Sacrament, in order to his recet- 


ving it acceptably to God, Sc. then thoſe Pei. 


ſons who come to the Table of the Lord 5 
without ſuch Qualifications, will have reaſon © 
to be affrighted at theſe Words of St. Paull © 
tho' they were not directly ſpoken to them 
and they may juſtly fear, that if Condemns V 
tion is pronounc'd for only eating and drin 
ing in an improper manner, that a greate! E 
Condemnation will be pronounc'd for prefu- 

ming to come to the Table of the Lord witl- orl 
out thoſe Qualifications. 2 


Thus, Sir, I have carefully and faithfully ” 


. „ J Exa 
examin'd your Paraphraſe upon our Saviour. 
7 . Is 
Words, and alſo upon St. Paul's, 1 Cor. xi. &. 0 A 

le 


and your Arguments drawn from theſe Pa 
raphraſes; and have ſhewn, that it does n 
ye 
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yet appear, even allowing theſe Paraphraſes 
(and alſo your Paraphraſe upon 1 Cor. viii. 
which does not relate to the preſent Point) 
that whoever ſhall at the very Time of re- 
ceiving this Sacrament, receive it with the 
Diſpoſitions, and in the Manner which you 
deſcribe, ſhall receive it acceptably to God, &c. 
or that antecedent moral Diſpoſitions or Be- 
haviour are not required as Qualifications in 
the Receiver of this Sacrament in order to 
this End. 


CY AA . 


Texts which you expound, but am ſtopt by 
this Expreſſion in the way to them: There 
are no * other Paſſages of the New Teftament, 
except thoſe already produc'd, in which any fuch 
mention is made of this religious Duty, as can 
* lead us into the Knowledge of the Nature and 
Extent of it. 

As then, according to you, there are no 
other Paſlages in the New Teſtament, in 
which any ſuch mention is made of this reli- 
gious Duty, as can lead us into the Knowledge 
ul of the Nature and Extent of it; and as you 


10 


ON 


Adel 


„ . . : 
e in vain to look any farther in Scripture for 


pal direct Proof from thence, that whoever ſhall 
8 no : Page 93+ 


ye 


I ſhould now proceed to examine the other 


examine no Texts in the Old Teſtament, it 


at 
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at the time of receiving this Sacrament, re- 
ceive it with the Diſpoſitions, and in the 


Manner which you deſcribe, ſhall receive it 
acceptably to God, Sc. And if this Doctrine M 


is drawn from Scripture, it muſt be drawn 
from it, not directly, but by way of conſe- Wc 
quence, and after Premiſes are added which . 
are not yet taken into your Argument. To Wt 
your preliminary Propofitions then we will 

go, which are the Baſis of your Doctrine, * 
when we have firſt ſeen the Cloſe of your WW 
Argument, that we may know what to ex- 
pect to ſee ; roved. 

When you have interpreted ſome Texts of 
Scripture, and endeayour'd to ſhew that they 
do not relate to the bleſſed Sacrament, nor 
lead us to a Knowledge of the Nature and Ex- 


tent of” this Duty, you cloſe your Argument ] 
thus : Day 
After having thus ſhewn, * from expreſs Nen 
Words of the New Teſtament, what is neceſſary Nou 
towards a due Performance of this religiau . 
Duty; and conſequently what is not ſo; we may Mee 
the better proceed to ſome other Gen A 
upon the ſame Subject, &c. le N 
Now the Queſtion is, What you here aſ. th 
ſert you have ſhewn by expreſs Words of the Nat) 
New Teſtament ? lat r 
Page 103. 


Not 


1 
Nor, that the Diſpoſitions and Behaviour 
which you deſcribe are all that are neceſſary 
in order to our due Performance of this reli- 


gious Duty. 


Nor, that no antecedent moral Diſpoſitions 
or Behaviour are required, as Qualifications 
in the Receiver of this Sacrament, in order 
to the due Performance of this religious Duty. 

ThE New Teſtament does no where deli- 
ver ſuch Doctrine, even allowing your own 
Paraphraſes upon it. 
| NEITHER do you only afſeſ*, that you 

ave ſhewn by expreſs Words of the New Teſta- 
ment, that the Diſpoſitions and Behaviour 
yhich you deſcribe, are neceſſary: for then 
your own Conſequence would not follow, 
hat you have alſo ſhewn what is unneceſſary... 
nt Bor what you aſſert, when you ſay, you 
e. eu by expreſs 7” ords of the New Teſta- 
rent, what is neceſſary, muſt be this, that 


ou have Heron by expreſs Words of the New 


101 amen whatever is neceſſary, or all that is 
na) keeſary, : 
ions Ml Ano if you have ſhewn by expreſs Words of 


e New Teſtament whatever is neceſſary, ot 
that is neceſſary, then it muſt alſo follow, 


at moral Qualifications are unneceſſary. 
: M „ 


z . 
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| 


lat you have ſhewn what is znneceſ/ary, or 
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1 Tuts Point then, that what you hate 
ſhewn by expreſs Words of Scripture to be ne. 
| ceſſary, is all that is neceſſary in order to a du: 
Performance of this religious Duty, is wha iſ 
* | you muſt take for granted that you have al. 
1 yy proved, when you ſay, you have ſhewn 
by expreſs Words of the New Teſtament what i 
neceſſary i in order to a due Performance 97 thi 
1 religious Duty. 
Bur how has this Point been proved! 
ill How does it appear, that what you hare 
| ſhewn by expreſs Words of Scripture to be nM, 
ceſſary, in order to a due Performance of thi 
religious Duty, is all that is neceſſary in . 
der to this End? 7 N 
SCRIPTURE, as has been already obſetyd 

does no where declare this. 

Tux Proof of this Point then muſt he! 
your Propoſitions; and theſe we now ph, 
ceed to lay before the Reader. 7 


Pr. 1. The partaking of the Lord's Supper | 
'F not a Duty of itſelf; or a Duty apparent iu 
| from the Nature of things: but a Duty nabe, 
1 fuch to Cbriſtians, by the poſitive Inſtitutim WF ;} 


F | efus Chriſt. 
Tt Pr. 2. All poſitive Duties, or Diltgs mil 
1 ſuch by Inſtitution alone, depend entirely uu; 
be Will _ Declaration of the Perſon 2000 W--1; 
. 
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flitutes or ordains them, with reſpect to the real 

Dehn and End of them; and conſequently to the 
due manner of per forming them. vo. 

Pr. 3. 1t 1s plain, therefore, that the N ature, 
Defign, and due manner of partaking of the 
Lord's Supper, muſt of Neceſſity depend upon 
what Feſus Chriſt, who inſtituted it, hath de- 
clared about it. 
Pr. 4. It cannot be doubted, that He himſelf 
ed J Hciently declared to bis firſt and immediate 
ay Followers, the whole of what he de ofign 'd ſhould 
vs Ih underſtood by it, or imply'd in it. 


wil pr. r. 5. It is of ſmall Importance, therefore, 70 


| 0B Chri/tians to know what the many Writers upon 
this Subject, ſince the time of the Evangelits 
and Apoſtles, have affirm'd. Much leſs can it be 
the Duty of Chriſtians to be guided by what any 
"erſons, by their own Authority, or, from their 
ron I. naginations, may teach cone IE; this 
Duty. 

Pr. 6. The Paſſages in the New Te eflament, 
which relate to this Duty, and they alone, are 
be original Accounts of the Nature, and End 
F this Inſtitution; and the only authentic De- 
arations,upon which we of later Ages can ſafe- 
depend : being written by the immediate Fol- 
wers of our Lord; thoſe who were Witneſſes 
bemſelves to the Inſtitution ; or were inſtructed 
M 2 by 
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which are paraphraſed. 
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by thoſe avho were ſo, and join with them in de 


livering down one and the Jame Account of this 
religious Duty. 4 
Nov then, if to theſe Propoſitions, we 
add this Aſſertion; There are no other Paſſages 
of theNewTeſtament,except thoſe already produ- 
ced, in which any fuch mention is made of this 
religious Duty, as can lead us to the Knowledge 
of the Nature and Extent of it ; the Summ of MW. 
yourArgument from Reaſon will ſtand thus: 
ALL poſitive Duties entirely depend upon M1 
the Will and Declaration of the Inſtitutor. 
TRE Will of the In/tizutor of this poſitive t 
Duty, or the Nature and Extent of the Duty” 
itſelf, is only to be found in thoſe Tex 


In them no more is required, than to eat 
Bread and drink Wine in the Manner, and 
with the Diſpoſitions which have Veen de- 


Const EQUE NTLY, to eat Biead and drink 
Wine in that Manner, and with thoſe Diſpo- 
fitions, is all that is required, in order to ov! 
receiving this Sacrament acceptably to God, &c 
and what is not required, or found neceflar 
in thoſe Texts, is unneceſſary; or moral 
lifications are unneceſſary. 528 


Not 
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„ 
Nov then the Reader obſerves, that one 
great and neceſſary Link in this Chain of 
Reaſoning, is this, that the Will of the Inſti- 
tutor of this poſitive Duty, or the Nature 
and Extent of the Duty itſelf, can only be 
found in thoſe Texts which have been al ready 
produced and explained: And according to 


ſtitutor of this poſitive Duty, or the Nature 
and Extent of the Duty itſelf, can be found 
in any other Text beſides thoſe which have 
been already paraphraſed ; it will not follow, 


your own Argument, if the Will of the I- 


. that the Diſpoſitions and Behaviour found 


ory WM 1eceſary in thoſe Texts, is all that is neceſ< | 


x19 fary. 
THE Queſtion then, is, What is the Evi- 
ent dence of this great Point? By what Medium 
and it is proved that the Will of the In/t/tutor of 
ge-. chis poſitive Duty, or the Nature and Extent 
of the Duty itſelf, can only be found in thoſe 
rin Texts which have been already e and 
explained. 

AnD, 1f, What Evidence have we, that 
the Old Teſtament delivers nothing which 
eſſarean lead us to the Will of the Iaſtitutor of 

oWbis poſitive Duty, or to the Nature and Ex- 
ent of the Duty itſelf? 


» 


Nov 


Born 


. 
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Born Old and New Teſtament are equally 
the Revelation of Gd. 

And in the Old Teſtament, we find * 
ral poſitive Duties, and plain Accounts of the 
Nature, End, and Dejign of them. 

By IT cannot be then unlikely, that in the 
ö 0 | Old Teſtament, we ſhould find ſomething M 
0 which may lead us to a Knowledge of the 
* Nature and Extent of this particular religiou i 
kl. Duty, or to the Will of God, as it relates to 
this Sacrament, | 
WHrzn we have a doubt concerning 1 the 
meaning of a human Law, we often have te- 
courſe to antecedent ones, made by the ſame 
- Lawgivers; it is then conſiſtent with the 
Senſe of Mankind to ſearch the whole Wil 
of God, as it relates to poſitive Duties, in 
order to underſtand the true Senſe and Mean- 
ing of any particular one. 
AND further, you yourſelf allow tha 


| there is a reſemblance betwixt this poſiti © 

| Duty and thoſe which are required in the Ol, 

[| "Teſtament, in one particular; and that 4£"* 
i thoſe Privileges or Benefits which belong to a 
tt | Poſitive Commands of God, known by us t0 oe 


N 4 ſuch, are truly and certainly annexed to ili — 


Duty. Now then, if this poſitive Duty ha 


4 | 0 ty . 
I the ſame Privileges or Benefits annexed to l 
g |; Y | tha 


ul 


that are annexed to any poſitive Commands of 
God, known by us to be ſuch; it is reaſonable 
to expect a reſemblance in other particulars. 

AGAIN, as we are ſure that all God's Or- 
dinances are given for the ſame general End, 
that is, the Happineſs of Mankind, we have 
reaſon. to expect that the ſame Qualificati- 
be ons ſhould be required | in the Performers of 
them. 

IT muſt be then neceſſary to ſearch, whe- 
ther any moral Qualifications are required in 
be the Old Teſtament, in order to the accept- 
able Performance of poſitive Duties, before 

we determine that no ſuch Qualifications are 
Fs required, in .order to our acceptable Per- 
vin formance of this particular poſitive Duty, 
HOW EVER, this is certain, which is all 


45 that is wanted to our preſent Point, we can- 
I not a priori, and without examining the Old 
tal Teſtament, ſay, that God may not in that 
we Book deliver ſome general Rules which ſhall 


Old extend to all thoſe poſitive Duties which he 
: al ſhall deliver to Mankind. | 


we cannot, before we examine the Old Teſta- 
ment, ſay, that God may not in this Book, 
if he ſhall think fit, deliver ſuch general 
Kules as ſhall extend to all his poſitive Pre- 
cepts; 


AND, as we cannot poſſibly ſay this; as 


[88] 
cepts; we cannot ſet the Old Teſtament aſide, 
as not delivering any ſuch Rules, without 
Evidence that it ought to be ſer aſide, or 
without looking into it, to ſee whether it 
contains ſuch Rules or not. | 
The Queſtion then is, Upon what Ground 
or Evidence the Old Teſtament is ſet aſide, 
as not delivering any ſuch Rules; as not con- 


taining, any thing which may lead us to a 


Knowledge of the Nature and Extent of this 
religious Duty, or to the Will of God as it 


relates to this Sacrament ?. 


Now we find not the leaſt Evidence of. 


fer'd why it ſhould be ſer aſide, as not con- 


taining any ſuch Rules; nor any Premiſes gi- 
ven by which it will be ſer afide, with regard 
to this Particular; unleſs in your firſt Propo- 
fition, when you ſay, partaking of the Lord. 
Supper is a Duty made ſuch to Chriſtians by tit 
Poſitive Inſtitution of Feſus Chriſt, you were to 


mean, by Jeſus Chriſt conſider'd as a Man, 


and acting independently as God; upon theſe 
Premiſes the Old Teſtament will be exclu- 
ded, as not containing any thing which can 
lead us to a Knowledge of the Nature and Ex. 
tent of this Duty, or the Will of the Inſt 
tutor of it (any farther than as he himſel 


vouches it; which, how far that is, it wil 
| noi 


not at all concern us to conſider) as will be i 

ſen if we place your Propoſitions in this Y 
View. | I 

The partaking of the Lord's Supper i. is not a = 

Duty of itſelf; &c. but made ſuch to Chriſtians | 

by the poſitive Inſtitution * or Will of Feſus 
Chrif, conſider'd as acting independently of T 

. Cod. | 
Al pofitive Duties, &c. depend entirely upon | 
us Wt Mill and Declaration of the Perſon who in- _- 
itutes or ordains them, with reſpect to the real 118 
Deſign and End of them, and conſequently to the = 
ue Manner of performing them. | „ | ; 


. — 


on: It is plain therefore that the Nature, Deſgn, | 
Sg due Manner of partaking of the Lord's Sup- Wl 


ard 


er, muſt of neceſſity depend upon what Feſus 


po- Ir , who inflitured it, by whoſe Will it be- 1 
me a Duty, has declar'd about it. 1 
the 7 cannot be doubted that he ju ficrently de- , 18 
re (0 il 


ar d, &c. 1 


Man, 7: ;; of ſmall Importance to Chriſtians to 'Y 
thel wow what the many Writers, &c. | . 
clu - Je Paſſages in the New Teſtament which il 
| COB are to this Duty, and they alone, are the only 11 
Es. 10 Accounts the Nature and End of this 1 
Inſti- litution, &c. | 
miſe! | 

Wn Pag. 2, 3, 4, c. 5 = 
—_— Theſe 1 


1 Theſe Propoſitions all follow, if the 8a. 
| | | crament is conſider d as a human Inſtitution; 
If and the Old Teſtament will appear to be ex- 
cluded from delivering any thing which can 
lead us to a Knowledge of the Nature and 
Extent of this particular Duty. 
For where ſhould we and the Will of an 
Inſtitutor but in his Words? 
Or how can we expect to find the Will «ll 
a Perſon where his Will is not declar'd ? 
And then alſo would the 8th Propoſition 
be allow'd to follow, tho' in that Propoſition 
it ſhould be aſſerted, that the End which 
_ Chriſt propoſed ſhould be obtain'd by thi 
Duty was the Remembrance of himſelf: fa 
every Body knows ſo much of the hum, 
Mind, as to know that the Pleaſure of bein i 
remember'd is a great Motive of hum 
| Actions. | 
14 Thus the Reader ſees upon theſe Premik ” 
1 N chat Jeſus as a Man, and independently ol, 
God, inſtituted this Sacrament, the Old 10% 
it ſtament will be excluded, as not delivering, 
it any thing which can lead us to a Knowle 
== of the Nature and Extent of this Duty, or! 
in the Will of the Inſtitutor of this poſitive 
110 ſtitution call'd the Sacrament, po 
1 5 Wi | 
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” But as theſe Premiſes you will by no means 
admit, as it is ſuppoſed in our very Queſtion 
chat the Sacrament is a divine Ordinance 
an (and were it not ſo, there could not poſſibly 
a be any Obligation upon us to receive it, but 
what ariſes from the Laws of that Society of 
a which we are Members) no Premiſes appear, 
My which the Old Teſtament will be exclu- 
dal dea from containing Rules which may lead 
vs to a Knowledge of the Nature and Extent 
"WY of this religious Duty, or to the Will of Gcd 
aun as it relates to this Sacrament. 
" This will be ſeen if we place your Propo- 


ſitions in this View. 

Partaking of the Lord's $ upper is nat a Du- 
/ 77/e/f, &c. but made ſuch to Chriſtians 
by the Will of God, which Will was decla- 
ted to us by Jeſus Chriſt. 

All pofitive Duties, &c. muſt entirely depend 
upon the Will and Declaration of the Perſon 
who nſtitutes and ordains them, &c. 

BY? plain therefore that the Nature, Defign, 
and due Manner of partaking of the Lord's Sup- 
per, muſt of neceſſity depend upon what Feſus 
Chriſt, who inſtituted it, has declar'd about it. 

| Now the Reader ſecs that this third Pro- 
poſition can by no means follow, if in the 
icſt God is the ſuppoſed Inſtitutor of this 
5 poſitive 
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God whilſt they were Sinners! in their Hear 
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poſitive Duty ; ; and in this Cafe the Nature, 


Dejign, and due Manner of partaking of "YN 
Lord's Supper, muſt of neceſſity depend upon th 
Will and Declaration of God, and not upon 
the Will and Declaration of Feſus Chriſt. 
And as, if Jeſus as a Man had inſtitute 
this /Bacrament, the Nature, Deſign, and dur 
Manner of partaking of it, muſt of neceflity 
depend upon the Will and Declaration of 
Jeſus; ſo if God is the Inſtitutor of it, the 


Nature, Defign, and due Manner of partaking 


it, muſt of neceſſity depend upon the Wil 
and Declaration of God. 

And if the Nature, Deſgn, and due Mat: 
ner of partaking of the Lord's Supper, mult 
neceſſity depend upon the Will and Declaratia 
of God; then the Old Teſtament cannot be 
excluded, as not delivering any thing which 
may lead us to the Knowledge of the Nature 
and Extent of this religious Duty before it x 
examin'd. 

We find in Fact, that God inſtituted pol 
tive Duties by Moſes: but when thoſe fa 
whom they were inſtituted, did not diſcowe 
what their own Reaſon might have led thenſel 
to, that even the performing of thoſe out 
ward Actions of Religion were diſpleaſing 6 
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re He by other Prophets fully explain'd his | 
the! Will in this Particular. 
tl And as God by the Mouth of his Prophets | 
01 | explain” d his Will concerning former Inſti- 

| tutions, ſo might he by them, if he thought 


ed fit, give Rules which ſhould extend to all 'i 
due future ones. | 

fil Or, as he explain'd by « other Prophets ma 1 I 
1 of he deliver'd by Moſes, ſo might he by the 8 


the Apoſtles of Jeſus Chriſt explain what was 1 
kin deliver d by Jeſus Chriſt. lf 
Wil And it could not be neceſſary that he . 
could deliver his whole Will concerning any il 
Van particular Duty by one Perſon, in whatever | 1 
aſt Relation that Perſon ſtood to himſelf; on bl 
ain che contrary, there are ſtrong Reaſons why if 
he ſhould not do this. 

It is evident then, if in the firſt Propoſi- 
tion you ſuppoſe God the Inſtitutor of this 
it HM poſitive Duty, the third will not follow; nei- 
ther will the Old Teſtament be excluded, as 
containing nothing which can lead us to the 
Knowledge of the Nature and Extent of this 
religious Duty, or to the Will of God as it 
thenÞclates to this Sacrament. 

e ou And as the third Propoſition will not fol- 
Dow, if in * firſt God is the ſuppoſed Inſti- 
Tean tutor 
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| tutor of this poſitive Duty, neither will ſe. 
Wh veral others follow : but theſe will follow. 
It cannot be doubted that God himſelf fuff- 
of cientih declared the whole of what he defign'd 
1 ſhould be underſtood by it, or imply d in it. 
|. The whole Revelation of God is the only ori. 
j gina Account of the Nature and End of thi 
"kl Inſtitution, and the only authentic Declaratim 

| 7 upon which we of later Ages can ſafely depend 
f being written by Men inſtructed and taught h 
1. God bimpelf. | 

i In this View the Propoſitions will ſtand 
pit if God is the ſuppoſed Inſtitutor of this po- 
ſitive Duty; and the Old Teſtament will by 
no Evidence, nor no Premiſes which you 
have given us, be excluded from delivering 
any thing which may lead us 20 the Know: 
ledge of the Nature and Extent of this religiu 
Duty, or the Will of God as it relates to thi 
Js Sacrament. 

1 This great Point then, that the Old Teſts 
* ment contains nothing which can lead us ti 
the Knowledge of the Nature and Extent d 
this religious Duty, or the Will of God a8 2 
relates to this Sacrament, being neceflary . 
order to the Concluſion that what is „ W 
red in theſe Texts which are paraphras d, 


i all that is required in order to the due Fe 
F formand 
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formance of this religious Duty; and no Ar- 


1 gument being offer d to ſhew that the Old 
1 Teſtament does not contain any thing which 
„may lead us to the Knowledge of the Na- 
ture and Extent of this religious Duty, or 
che Will of God as it relates to this Sacra- 
o ment; nor any Premiſes being advanced, by 
ny which it will be excluded from doing this 
* (unleſs in your firſt Propoſition, when you 
; ſay, partaking of the Lord's Supper is a Duty 
ade ſuch to Chriſtians by the poſitive Inflitu- 
1 tion of Feſus, you were to mean by Jeſus 
h Chriſt as a Man, and independently of God, 
: v which, if it was true, would deſtroy the Du- 
yo | ty itſelf ) your Argument from Reaſon muſt 
in tail ; and allowing your Paraphraſe, yet it 
Rl will not follow, that what in thoſe Para- 
0 phraſes appears to be neceſlary in order to the 
** due Performance of this religious Duty, is 


all that is neceſſary in order to this End. 


dently of God had inſtituted this Sacrament, 


| 
* I could not be concluded that what he re- 
481 quired in certain Texts was the whole that 
ba y 3 till all other Declarations of his 
requ ill were examin d; ſo if God is the Inſti- 
ww, tutor of this Duty, we cannot conclude that 
e Pe What he requires in certain Texts, in order 


to 


And as, if Jeſus as a Man, and indepen- 


[ 96 ] 


to the due Performance of it, is all that he 


requires, till the whole Revelation of his 
Will is ſought into and examin'd. 


But further, it is not only becellaty in or- 


der to your proving your Doctrine from Rea- 
ſon, that the Old Teſtament is excluded from 
delivering any thing which can lead us to a 
Knowledge of the Nature and Extent of this 
religious Duty, or the Will of God, as it re- 


lates to this Sacrament; but it is likewiſe ne- 


ceſſary, that all other Places in the New Te- 
ſtament, beſides thoſe which are already pa- 
raphraſed, be excluded from doing this: and 
it cannot be concluded, that the Diſpoſitions 
and Behaviour which, are found neceflary in 
the Texts which are paraphraſed, are 40l that 
are neceſſary in order to the due Performance 
of this religious Duty, if one Text in either 
the Old or New Teſtament is unexamin d, 
from whence the Will of God, as it relates 
to this poſitive Inſtitution, can be learnt. 
What is then the Evidence of this Point! 


By what Medium is it proved, that there ꝶf 


no Text in the New Teſtament beſides thoſe 
which have been already produced, which 
will lead us to the Nature and Extent of this 
religious Duty, or the Will of God, as It re- 
lates to this Sacrament? 


Is 


the 1 


& | 15 it am ticonteſted Point, that there is nb 
is 3 Text? Far from it, there are ſeveral 

Places in the New. Teſtament, beſides thoſe 
already produced, which many Perſons con- 
. tend, will lead us to the Will of God, 48 it 


| relates to this Sierament 210 10 $14105}10] 


1 By what Evidenee then are all other T exts 


hi of the New Teſtament excluded from i doing 
this? IR Nut 


"we . Why, "OY Interpret 2 Ii. v. 42. 
re- T1 iv. 980 F Heb. hi 1 and accord- 


pa. ing to theſe Interpretations, theſe Texts do 


and not relate to the Lord's Supper, of leads to 


ons Many Knowledge of the Nature ae N of 
7 in this religious Duty. B13 ob 

hat We will then, as we "ir: rl FOES in 

nce this Argument, Tppols that all cheſe Inter- 
ther I pretations of Seripture are juſt and right; and 

ind chat, even that remarkable plain Text, in 

lates MY Dich we are required to keep the Feaſt, not 

ith the old Leaven, neither with the Leaven 

int if Malice nor WW ickedneſs, but with the unlea- 

re is Nee Bread of Sencerity and Truth; does not 

hoſe elate to the Lord's Su pper; ; (which is a great 


nich Heal to ſuppoſe) yer ſtill it does not appear 
c chis Mat there are no other Texts i in the New Te- 
ir te- ament whieh "relate to it. And if theſe 

9 Texts 
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Texts do not themſelves relate to the Lotd's 


Supper, they cannot poſſibly prove that no 
other Text in the New Teſtament relates to 
this Ordinance. _ | 

But you tell us, that there is another long 
Diſcourſe of our bleſſed Saviour's *, in the 
ſixth Chapter of St. John's Goſpel, about eat. 
ing bis Fleſh, and drinking bis Blood, which 


many have laboured much to interpret concern. 


ing the Lord's Supper; and that this you pur- 
poſely omit, as not e to the prejent Sub- 
AR | 

But how does it appear that this Text doe 
not relate to the preſent Subject? 
Why, you ſay, that there is no + appear- 


ance, hat this Paſſage was underſtood in the ver) 


firſt Ages of the Church to concern this Rite. 
That the beſt Interpreters. underſtood thel 

Words of our Saviour, in no other. Senſe 

than receiving his Doctrine, * oy Food aui 


| Neuriſhment of their. Souls I. 


Thar, whoever will 2 97 Yo whole 0 
this Paſſage, will find that it could not relat 
to a Duty not then inſtituted, nor fo. much a 
binted at by Chriſt to bis Diſciples. 
Now then, as for your ſaying that there 


| no appearance that this Paſſage "WAS underſtu 
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's 1 11 the very firſt Ages of the Church ME Concern 


This Rite; and, that the 50% Interpreters under- 


0 FF ood it in another Senſe; we anſwer, that if 
5 Authority is not admitted as any Evidence 
wen it is of our Side of a Queſtion, it muſt 


v not be admitted when it is of your Side of it. 
. And further we ſay, that if Authority i is 
ich 

= admitted as any Evidence, it may in this very 
= Inſtance be againſt you, for any thing which 
"jy ppears to the contrary; ſince you allow that 
there are many Interpreters of our ſide of this 
0 Queſtion; and who are the beſt W 


will admit of great Diſpute. | 

And for your ſaying, that whoever will 2 
riouſly confider this whole Paſſage, will preſent- 
find that our Sawour's Diſcourſe about eat- 


3 0 ing his Fleſh and drinking his Bload, could not 
ene! elate to a Rite not then inſtituted or hinted at 
nl bis Diſciples ; J muſt anſwer, that ſeveral 
© Who have ſeriouſly conſider'd this whole Paſ- 
* ave, do think this Diſcourſe of our Saviour's 


nuſt relate to this Rite; and they will by no 
1 ela neans allow that this Diſcourſe does not re- 
ate to the Rite, becauſe the Rite was not then 
ſtituted; on the contrary, they think it 
ighly rational to expect that ſomething 
ould be deliver'd by Chriſt to his Diſciples 
fore this Rite was inſtituted, which might 
>ag. 100 
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help them to underſtand! it beef it was 5 inf E 
meds; 5) i 
But r to en the 3 we 

will paſs by this Text alfo, and ſuppoſe that II 
this long Diſcourſe of our Saviour's about pl 
eating bis Fleſh and drinking bis Blood, does ih 
not relate to our eating and drinking in the tic 
Sacrament ; yet ſtill we are but where we fon 
were with regard to the Point which is to be 
proved; and if this Text does not relate to 
the Lord's Supper, it cannot poſſibly -prove 
that no other Text in the n Tenn 
relates to it. vis ro to. 1 I 
But after you have Sax one Ter 
more, namely, 1 Cor. xii. 15. and endeavour d 
to ſhew that this does not relate to the Lord's 
Supper, you tell us, that the Paſſages in the 
New Teſtament which have been produc'd, 
are all that can be wore ra F 70 relate to this 
Rite: ff Pi 
Now then, if you have coduc's all thoſ 
Texts in the New Teſtament which can be 
thought to relate to this Rite, and ſhewn that 
ſeveral of theſe Texts which have been thought 
to relate to this Rite, really do not relate to 
it, then it follows that the Will of the Inſti 


tutor of this PER Duty, or the Nature and 
-"M Exteu 


FO tine 143. 


[ 101 1 
Ertent of the Duty itſelf, can only be found 
In che remaining Texts. 
But ſo far are we from allowing that thoſe 
t Texts which have been produce d and ex- 
t Eplain'd, are all that can be thought to relate to 
this Rite, that on the contrary I ſhall men- 


e tion ſeveral which are thought and inſiſted 


e Jon to relate to it; and to lead us 720 4 Knows 
e age of the Nature and Extent of this religious 
Duty, or the Will of God! as it relates to a 
dacrament. 

And firſt, thoſe * Words of - our ws : 
When thou bringeſt thy Gift to the Altar, and 
here remembreſt that thy Brother hath ought 
againſt: thee, leave there thy Gift before. the 
Har, and go thy way, firſt be reconciled to thy 
Brother, and then come and offer thy Gift, muſt 
"dad us to 4 Knowledge of the Nature and Ex- 
bis ent of this poſitive Duty, And if Chriſt 

ommands his Diſciples not to comply with 
oſe ¶ particular poſitive Inſtitution under the 
wid Diſpenſation, whilſt they were at 
hat Nuhmity with their Brethren,” this Command 


ght ouſt extend to our Behaviour with regard to 
to ther poſitive Inſtitutions. 
ſti- baun, Rom. xii. I. will lead us to a Know- 


ani Wedge of the Nature and Extent of this religious 
tent Duty. 


| Mat. v. 23, 24. 


an, Ce” ens 
<A. As 


_ - ve oc 
\ 


l * * 
* <A - . 2 c hs 2 by — 
— — m — — —— KK 2. ——ñů— ſ—œũẽ—ʃã ʒʒ—— 4 wes —ͤ—ũ— ͥ — —— — — — — 
2 * 8 . s — 1 * — — Aer SE 5 — - ” 
- o ry —— 2 1 — 


„ 


Duty. And when the Apoſtle teaches us how 
to preſent our Bodies acceptable to God, be 
teaches us how we ought to 1 e God 
in this Ordinance. e . 7 

Again, that Text wherein a Perſon was F 
caſt out by the Lord of the Feaſt for not ha- 
ving on a Wedding-Garment *, muſt lead vs 
to a Knowledge of the Nature and Extent o 
this religious Duty; and we find that he wat 
caſt out, not for behaving indecently at the 


time of the Feaſt, but for preſuming to come hy 
to it without a Wedding-Garment. 40 
What a Wedding-Garment i is, and the ne 50 
ceſſity of having one, in order to obtain an bo, 
thing from Chriſt, I give- you in che Word exp 
of the learned Dr. Claræ e. wil 


* TheWedding-Garment F is a virtuous Lif 7 
without this, whoever pretends to any Hope i ber 
Chriſt, upon what Preſumption ſoever it be, left 
him is the Quejiton put, Friend, how e the 
hither 2 | in tl 

Again, To appear I in the Profcnct UE, 
Prince upon any publick and folemn Occaſion ix 

an improper, indecent, abſurd Dreſs,” is a d 
145 Indignity, and an Afront. Now Sin, thi 
7s, cen moral Impurity, every Wickeant 

whatſoever 


Mat. xii, 11, 12. + Dr. Clar#'s 7 vol, Sermon 
Pag. 29. 42. Pag. 40. 
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1 
thatſoever, is inore odious in the Sight of God, 
than any natural Indecency can be enſue in 
dhe Sight of Men. 
And moſt certainly, if thay Table of the 
Lord may in any Senſe be compared to. a 
all Feaſt; if any thing is to be partaken of at 
this Table, a Wedding-Garment mult be re- 
quired in every Perſon who is 2 d to * 
s Gueſt at it. 4 
a Further, 1 Cor. xili Will 3 us to a 
Knowledge of the Nature and Extent of this 
"Yccligious Duty. And if all our Gifts and En- 
dowments; if Faitb, and Acts of Charity will 
not be accepted, unleſs we have the Diſpoſi- 
tions here deſcribed, we haye no Reaſon to 
expect our compliance with a poſitive Duty 
vill be accepted without ſuch Diſpoſitions. 
But further, if what you yourſelf allow to 
be neceſſary im order t to the due Performance 
of this religious Duty, is really neceſſary in 
order to this End; then there are other Texts 
in the New Teſtament beſides thoſe: which 
have been produced, which will lead us to a 
nnoledge of the Nature and Extent of this. 
religious 7 — or the. Will of God, as it re- 
Nies to this Sacrament. And if it is neceſſa- 
in order to the due Performance of this 
evi Fcligious Duty, to believe, that TW was ſent 


; b 0 % „ 


e it 


Tae ; 


by: Ged, and to profeſs and acknowledge. cir 


to be our Maſter, and ourſelves to be his Dif C 
| Ciples and Followers, that we are under bis Golf 6: 


vernunce and Influence, and in Fellowſhip with R 


bim as our Head then thoſe Texts; in which 


we learn, that Jeſus was ſent by God, and tha”: 


Chrift is our Maſter, and that u are his Dic co 


ciples and Followers, and that we are under iSt. 
Governance and Influence, and in Fellowſhy 
with him as lour Head; muſt lead us tò Meer 
Knowledge of the Nature and Extent of thisr6W« 
ligious Duty, bt e God, "A relare ace 
to this Sacrament. - ARA Ten Wo 
- Again, there is DOOM pakricylay- ande vit 
ee Text, which you do not repeat* | 


but only juſt refer to, and that is, 1 Cor. v. 1c 
and according to your on Senſe of thifo!i 


Text, it relates to the Lord's Supper: AndFciv 
you tell us, that thoſe profefi Cbriſtians, ul B 
in Juſtin Martyr's* Time brought a publick Diff ex 
grace upon Religion, and were debarr d, por 
only from the Euchariſt, but from all other Part"d 


of the common Worſhip of Chriſtians ; nay, fru tt: 


the common intercourſes of Society, were da, or 
barr'd, according 10 St. Paul's Rule, in tian 


Place; which Rule, tho Four do not give Mat; 


hs 17 8850 177301 Deca! 
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ff But now 7 have written unto you, not to keep 
if Company, if any Man, that is call d a Brother, 


be a Formicator, or Covetous, or an Idolater, or a 
Ratler, or a Drunkard, or an Extortioner, with 
ſuch an one no not to eat. Now then if theſe 
Perſons were debarr'd from the Euchariſt ac- 
cording to St. Paul's Rule, then this Rule of 
St. Paul's muſt relate to the Lord's Supper. 

And to this may be added, St. Paul would 
certainly not have debarr'd us from eating at 
he Lord's Table with ſuch as could do it 
ceeptably to God, GS. 


wich open notorious Sinners, took one means 
0 prevent ſuch Perſons from receiving the 


offibly do this, if ſuch Perſons might re- 
eive this Sacrament acceptably to God, &c. 

But not to cite any more Texts, all thoſe 
Texts in the New Teſtament which tell us 
pon what Terms God will accept of us, 
nd our Services, mult lead us to a Knowledge 
the Nature and Extent of this religious Du- 


rament ; and we may very juſtly conclude, 
bat when we are ſuch as God has upon other 
Iccafions declar'd that he will not accept of, 
hat he will not accept of us in this Ordinance: 


| 1 Now 
| 
| 
| 


Again, St. Paul by forbidding us to eat 


dacrament at all: but St. Paul could not 


„or the Will of God as it relates to this Sa- 


: 


der took, and ſhewn that the Doctrine which para 


[ 106 ] 
Now then, as in order to your Conclufion, 
the Old Teſtament, and all other Parts of 
the New, beſides thoſe which have been pa- 
raphras'd, muſt be excluded from delivering 
any thing which can lead us to a Knowledge 
of the Nature and Extent of this religious Du- 
ty, or the Will of God as it relates to this | 
Sacrament; and as no Evidence is given why 
the Old Teſtament ſhould be excluded from 
doing this; and as no Premiſes appear by 
which it will be excluded from doing it, un 
leſs it were ſuppoſed in the firſt Propoſition : 
that Jeſus, independently of God, inſtituted | 
this Duty; and as no Evidence is given Hh. 
which all other Parts of the New Teſtament, 
beſides the Texts which have been part A 
phras'd, will be excluded from doing this 
unleſs it be bare Aſſertion; it is not yet pro 
ved that what is found neceſſary in the Text 
which are paraphras'd, in order to our pe! 
forming this Duty acceprably to God, &c. | 
all that is neceſſary in order to this End; ani 
antecedent moral Diſpoſitions or Behaviou 
may be required as Qualifications in the Re 
ceiver of this Sacrament, for any thing whid 


C 


ou 
yo1 
tha 
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miſ 
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has hitherto appear d to the contrary. Bos 


Thus, Sir, I hope I have done what I u Teſt 


- yo 


. 1 
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„you advance is not drawn from, or founded 


ol ¶ on the holy Scriptures; and that even allow- 
4 ing all your Paraphraſes upon, and Interpre- 
tarions of Scripture, yet that it does not ap- 
dear from any of theſe Texts which you pa- 
raphraſe or expound, nor from all of them 
together, neither by expreſs Words, nor De- 
duction, neither by any juſt Reaſoning what- 
ſoever, That whoever ſhall at the time of re- 
ceiving this Sacrament, receive it in the Man- 
ner, and with the Diſpoſition which you de- 
ſeribe, ſhall receive it acceptaby to God, &c. 


haviour are not required as Qualifications in 
the Receiver of this Sacrament in order to 
this End. 

From Scripture, even according to your 
own Paraphraſes, you do not prove it, unleſs 
you ſuppoſe our Saviour telling his Diſciples, 
that the End which he propoſed ſhould be 
Itain'd by the Duty, was the remembrance 
of himſelf. 

From Reaſon you do not, unleſs theſe Pre- 
miſes are taken into your Argument ; that 
Jeſus, independently of God, inſtituted this 
Duty ; and that there is no Text in the New 


paraphras'd, which can lead us to a Know- 
P 2 ledge 
3 


or that antecedent moral Diſpoſitions or Be- 


Teſtament, beſides thoſe which have been 


oo, OT INE TNT 


.raphras'd, is all that is neceſſary. 


rain, that Jeſus, independently of God, inſti. 
tuted this Sacrament, 


proved, that there is no other Text in the 


| 2e8 } 


ledge of the Nature and Extent of this reli- 


gious Duty, or the Will of on as it relates 
to this Sacrament. | 

If the firſt could be the Words of our Sa- 
viour ; if the End which he propos'd ſhould 
be obtain'd by this Duty, was the remem- 
brance of himſelf, this End muſt be anſwer'd 
or obtain'd by the Diſpoſitions and Behaviour 
which you have deſcrib'd: but that Jeſus in- 
ſtituted this Sacrament for his own Sake, is 
a Doctrine which you will by no means allow, 

If the Premiſes, that Jefus, independently 
of God, inſtituted this Sacrament, and' that 


there are no Texts in the New Teſtament, 
beſides thoſe which are paraphras'd, which 


will lead us to a Knowledge of the Nature and 
Extent of this religious Duty, are taken into 
this Argument; then, allowing your Para- 
phraſes, it will follow, that what is found 
neceſſary in thoſe Texts which you have pa- 


But you will by no means aſſert or main- 


And you have by no Evidence whatſoever 


New Teſtament, beſides thoſe which have 
been paraphras'd, which will Jead us 10 6 
© Knowledge 


Knowledge of the Nature and Extent of this 
religious Duty, or the Will of God as it re- 
lates to this Sacrament- (not to ſay, that ac- 
cording to what you yourſelf allow; there 
muſt be other Texts which relate to it.) 

You will pleaſe then, Sir, to look aver: 
your Papers again, and ſes if you have not 
yourſelf fallen into the very thing which you 
abhor, adding to the Words of Scripture. 

To give a Doctrine as drawn frbm Scrip- 
ture, which is not drawn from thence, will, 
fear, be thought adding to the Words of 
dcripture. 

And yet more will you be diſpleaſed with 
your Undertaking, if you ſhould find that 
what you have added is contrary to Scripture 
to chat it really is ſo, is what I propoſe to ſhew 
ra- Win the Second Part of this Work. 
nd In the mean time, as I can with Truth ſay 
2 that Jact by the ſame Motive which I believe 
you act by, that is, a Deſire of the Happineſs 
of Mankind; ſo I can, that I have taken the 
ame Method in purſuing it, which you pre- 
cribe to yourſelf when you differ from great 
Men; and that I have done it with * great 
incern on my own Part, and a great Reſpect 


wards you; fo far from OY inclin'd to it, 


1 Preface. 


or 


1810 


or pleaſed with it, that it would have been 


à Pleaſure to me not to haue found a Neceſ- 
ſity for doing it; and that it will now be a 
Sati faction to me to be ſet right in any Point, 


ſmall or great, in which I may have judg'd 
amiſs, ; 


I am, S.1-KN, 


Your humble Servant, 


8 | 
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BOOKS printed for W: IxNVS and 
R. MaxzV, at the Weſt End of 
YA Paul's. 


Review of the Doctrine of the Euchariſt, as laid 
down in Scripture and Antiquity. By Damel 
Vaterland, D. D. Chaplain in Ordinary to his IR 

. The Second Edition, corrected, 8 vo. 


2. A Demonſtration of the groſs and fundamental Er- 
rors of a late Book, called, A plain Account of the Nature 
and End of the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, &c. where- 
in alſo the Nature and Extent of the Redemption of all 
Mankind by Jeſus Chriſt is ſtated and explain'd, and the 
Pretences of the Deiſts for a Religion of natural Reaſon 
inſtead of it, are examin'd to the bottom. The whole 

| bumbly, earneſtly and affectionately addreſs'd to all Orders 
of Men, and more eſpecially to all the younger har. 
By William Law, A. M. 


3. An hiſtorical and critical Account of the moſt emi- 
nent Claffic Authors in Poetry and Hiftory, In three 
Parts. By the Reverend { dward Mamwaring.. 


4. The Beauty of Holineſs in the Common-Prayer, 
as ſet forth in four Sermons preach'd at the Rolls-Chapel 
in the Year 1716. By Tho. Biſſe, D. D. The Ninth 


E dition. 


5. An Eſſay concerning rational Notions; to which 
8 added the Proof of a God. 


. ” 6. The 


5 Books printed for W. Ixxvs and R. Manzy: 


F 6. The Lives of the Roman Poets; containing à eric 
ne  ticaFand hiſtorical Account of them and their Writings, | 
[ | | with large Quotations of their moſt celebrated Paſſages 
1 ä as far as was neceſſary to compare and illuſtrate their ſe- 
5 veral Excellencies, as well as to diſcover wherein they 
1 were deficient. To which is added a chronological Ta- 
* ble, fitted to the Years before and after Chriſt, ſhewing 
the Times when they flouriſh'd and publiſh'd their Works, 
= and exhibiting the more. remarkable Events coincident 
8 with them. To which is added, an Introduction con- 
cerning the Origin and Progreſs of Poetry in general, and 
an Eflay on dramatick Poetry in particular. By L. Crus 
ſius, late of St. John's College Cambridge. In two 
Volumes 1 2710. 5 | „„ 


7. The Procedure, Extent and Limits of human Un- ; 
derſtanding. The third Edition, w.th Corrections and 
[+ Amendments. | I \ 


_ 8. Things divine and ſupernatural conceiv'd -by:Ana-f 
| 5 logy with Things natural and human. By the Author 
Ft of the Procedure, Extent and Limits of human Under- 
ſtanding. | h 


9. Twelve Sermons preach'd upon ſeveral Occaſions 
| 1 "2 By Fohn Rogers, D. D. late Vicar of St. Giles Crapple 
1 gate, Sub-Dean and Canon of Well,, and Chaplain 1 
+1 Ordinary to his Majeſty. The Second Edition, 8. 


10. The Neceſſity of divine Revelation, and the T util 
| of the Chriftian Revelation aſſerted, in eig:1t Sermonsz 
9 to which is prefix d a Preface, with ſome Remarks on 
late Book, entitled, The Scheme of literal Prophecy, 2 2 
| | The Second Edition, 8v9. By John Rogers, D. D. Ge. 230 


q II. Nineteen Sermons preach'd on ſeveral Occaſions 
j publiſh'd from the Originals, and never before printed 
| By John Rogers, D. D. &c. To which is prefix d th 
N Author's Life, with an Elogium written by John Bun 
B. D. Fellow of Zton-College, 8 vo. 
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